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CORRIGENDA ET ADDENDA;

-

VOL. VIIIL

Page 174, 2nd col., line 2 from bottom, for “ six,” read ‘‘ ten.”

Page 219, 1st col.,, for “ MR, CAMERON (North Victoria),” read * MR,
CAMERON (South Huron).”

Page 270, 1st col., before ¢ Mr. BLAKE,” insert -

‘“ Mr. McDONALD (Pictou) introduced a Bill (No. 44) To provide for the salaries
of two additional Judges of the Supreme Court of British Columbia.”

Page 293, 1st col,, line 3 from bottom, after ¢ religious questions,” insert « from
a Protestant point of view.”

Page 312, 1st col., line 9 from bottom, for « cans,” read “ cases.”
Page 483, Ist col., after < Bill read the second time on a division,” insert -

‘ The following Bill was read the second time on a division :—

“Bill (No. 41) To amend an Act to provide that persons charged with common
assault shall be competent as witnesses.—(Mr. McCarthy).”

Page 556, 2nd col., line 14, for « $400,000,” read * $40,000,”

Page 603, 2nd col., line 11 from bottom, for  consented,” read * intended.”
Page 604, 1st col., line 12, for * stockholders,” read *stockbrokers.”

Page 697, 2nd col., line 10 from bottom, for ¢ soda,” read “ West India.”

Page 699, 1st col., line 33, for * other innovations,” read ‘““new inventions.”
Line 43, for ¢ electors,” read “ elect us.”

Page 713, Ist col., line 22, for “ indication,” read * vindication.”
Page 715, 1st col., line 9, for “imposing,” read infusing.”
Page 745, 2nd col., before “ WAYS AND MEANS,” tnsert -

¢ The following Bill was, with leave of the House, withdrawn :—

“ Bill (No. 39) To incorporate the Montreal and Province Line Railway Company.—
(Mr. Scriver.)”

Page 845, 2nd col., line 14, for “swearing,” read * sneering.”’
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Thursday, 12th February, 1880.
HE PARLIAMENT, which had been

prorogued 1n the usual form, from the

15th day ot May to the 24th day of June,
1879, and thence from time to time, was
now commanded to assemble on the 12th
day of February, 1880, for the Despatch
of Business.

The Speaker took the Chair at a quarter
before Three o'clock. , )

A Message was delivered by Réné
Edouard Kimber, Esquire, Gentleman
Usher of the Black Rod :

¢ Mr. SPEAKER,

“ His Excellency the @overnor-General de-
sires the immediate attendance of this Honour-
able House in the Senate Chamber.”

Accordingly, the House went up to the
Senate Chamber;
And the House being returned,

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS.

JUDGES’' REPORTS.

Mz. SPEAKER informed the House
that he had received from the Judges
selected for the trial of Election Peti-

1

tions, pursuant to the Dominion Contro-
verted Elections Act, 1874, certificates
and reports relating to the elections,—for
the Electoral District of the Town and
Township of Cornwall, for the Electoral
District of Argenteuil, and for the Elec-
toral District of Montmorency, and that,
in conformity with the Act 37 Victoria,
Chapter 10, Section 36, he had issued his
several Warrants to the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery, to make out new
Writs of Election for the said Electoral
Districts, respectively. He farther in-
formed the House that he had received
from the Judge selected for the trial of
the Election Petition relating to the Elec-
tion for the Electoral District of St.
Hyacinthe, a certificate declaring the
sitting member to be duly elected.

VACANCIES.

Mg, SPEAKER also irformed the
House that, during the Recess, he had re-
ceived communications from several
Members, notifying him that the follow-
ing vacancies Lad occurred in the repre-
gentation : —

Of Charles. Gill, Esq., Member for the Elec-
toral District.of Ya.muka, by the acceptance
of the Office of Judge of the Superior Court, of
the Province of Quebec; Of Edgar Dewdney,
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Xsq., Member for the Electoral District of
Yale, by resignation; Of Harvey W. Burk,
Esq., Member for the Electoral District of the
‘West Riding of the County of Durham, by
resignation ; Of Joseph Dubue, Esq., Member
for the Electoral District of Provencher, by the
acceptance of an Offize of emolnment under
the Crown; and Of Daniel Galbraith, Esq.,
Member for the FElectoral District of the
North Riding of the Coumty of Lanark, by
decease.

He also informed the House that the
Clerk of the House had received from the

Clerk of the Crown in Chancery copies [

of Warrants showing vacancies which had
taken place in the representation, viz :—

Of Hugh McLeod Eiq, Member for the
Electoral District of Cape Breton, by decease ;
and Of the Hon. Theodore Robitaille, Member
for the Electoral District of Bonaventure, by
the acceptance of an office of emolument under
the Crown, to wit, the Ofice of Lieutenant-
Governor of the Province of Quebec.

NEW MEMBERS.

Mz. SPEAKER also informed the
House that, during the Recess, the Clerk
of the House had received from the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery certificates of
the Election and Return of the following
Members :—

Of Fabien Vauwasse, Hsq., for the Electoral
District of Yamaska; Of Francis Jones Barn-
ard, Esq., for the Electoral District of Yale ;
Of P. C. Beaucheme, Esqg., for the Electoral
District of Bonaventure; Of William Maoc-
kenzie McLeod, Esq., for the Electoral District
of Cape Breton; Of the Hon. Edward Blake,
for the Electoral District of the West Riding
of the County of Durham ; Of Joseph Royal,
Esq., for the Electoral District of Provencher ;
Of Donald G. Macdonell, Esq., for the Eleo-
toral District of the North Riding of the
County of Lanark ; and Of Darby Bergin, Fsq.,
for the Electoral District eof the Town and
Towaship of Cornwall,

MEMBERS INTRODUCED.

The following Members, having pre-
viously taken the Oath according to law,
and subscribed the Roll containing the
same, took their seats in the House ;—

" Francis Jones Barnard, Esq., Member for
the Electoral District of Yale ; P. C. Bean-
chesne, Esq., Member for the Electoral Dis-
trict of Bonaventure ; Hon. Edward Blake,
Member for the Electoral District of the West
Riding of the County of Durham; Darby Ber-
gin, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of
Cornwall ; Donald G. Macdonell, Esq , Mem-
ber for the Electoral District of the North

Mgz, SPEAKER.
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Riding of the Couunty of Lanark ; William
Mackenzie McLeod, Esq., Member for the
Electeral District of Cape Breton ; Joseph
Royal, Esq , Member for the Electoral District
of Provencher ; and Fabien Vanasse, Esg.,
Member for the Electoral District of Yamaska.

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS OF OFFICE
BILL.

(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

FIRST READING.

Sik JOHN A MACDONALD intro-
duced a Bill (No. 1) Respecting the Ad-
minstration of Oaths of Office.

Bill read the first time.
SPEECH FROM THE THRONE,

Mr. SPEAKER reported His Ex-
cellency’s Speech, and read a copy thereof
to the House, which is as follows :—

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

¢ I have great pleasure in meeting you again
for the despatch of the business of the country.

‘‘The abundant harvest with which Provi-
dence has blessed Cenada is a cause for the
deepest thankfulness ; and I heartily congratu-
late you on the evidences which surround us
of a recovery from the commercial and in-
dustrial depression which has so long weighed
down the energies of the people.

¢ Our reburning prosperity should, I think,
direct our attention to the less fortunate cir-
cumstances of our fellow subjects in Ireland,
where 80 much destitution prevails, and I in-
vite your consideration of the best means of
showing our practical sympathy with their
distress.

¢¢ We have reason to congratulate ourselves on
the number of settlers who have, during the
past year,come into eur North-West from Great
Britain and the United States, as well as from
the older Provinces of the Dominion, The
visit of two members of the Royal Commission
on the agricultural distress in the Mother
Country,and the favourable repert of the tenant
farmers who,at the instance of my Government:,
have examined into the farming capabilities of
the Dominion will, it is believed,largely increase
the pumber of immigrants during the present
year, Preparations must be made for their
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reception, and your attention will be specially
called to this subject.

¢ Every effort has been made to hasten the
construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway
from Lake Superiorto Red River,and no doubt is
entertained that the railway will be opened
for traffic between those important points
within the time specified in the contracts.
Under the authority given by Parliament last
Session, nearly one hundred miles, from Red
River to the western boundary of Manitoba
has been placed under contract, and tenders
are about being asked for, for the construction
of another hundred miles from the boundary
westward. The completion of these two sec-
tions will at an early day afford railway facili-
ties through 2)0 miles of the most fertile
Jand in the North-West. After au exploratory
survey of the line from Port Himpson to the
Pine River Pass and through the Peace River
country, it has been decided ta adopt the loca*
tion of the line to Burrard Inlet, and ocon
tracts have been awarded for one hundred and
twenty-seven miles of the railway between
Emory’s Bar,on the Fraser River, and Savona’s
Ferry. This work will be vigorously pro-
ceeded with so soon as the spring opens. It
construction will complete the most diffieult
portion of the Canadian Pacific Railway, and
secure the connection by steam of the fertile
district of Kamloops with the capital of
British Columbia.

¢ The adoption of a rigid system of economy
in the management of the Intercolonial Rail-
way has, without impairing the efficiency of
its working, effected such a diminution of ex-
pense as to warrant the belief that the coun-
try will in future be relieved from any con-
siderable burden in connection with ity opera-
tion.

¢“In conseguence of the entire failure of the’
asual food supply of the Indians in the North-
West, a large expenditure has been necessarily
incurred to save them from starvation. Itis
hoped that the efforts which are now being
made to settle the several bands on the re-
serves, and to induce them to betake
themselves to the cultivation of the soil may
prevent the necessity of similar calls for relief
in the future.

“‘ Gentlemen of the House of Commons :
‘‘The Estimates for the ensuing year will be
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laid before you. They have been prepared with
all due regard to economy.

‘‘ You will be pleased to learn that the effect
of the tariff of last Session in the development
of the varied industries of the country has on
the whole been very satisfactory. The expe-
rience acquired since it came into operation in
March last, has suggested the expediency of
some amendments, to which your attention
will be directed.

¢ Honourable Qentlemen of the Senate :
“¢ Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

““ Bills for the better organisation of the Civil
Service, for the consolidation of the Inland
Revenue laws, and for the amendment of the
Acts relating to the Dominion lands, to the
Public Works, to the Indians of the North-
West, and to the Mounted Police Force, will
be laid before you.

“The Acts incorporating the Banks of the
Dominion will expire next year, and the pre-
sent would seem a favourable time for a full
consideration of our banking system, and of the
subject of the currency as connected with that
system.

‘“The subject of the laws relating to insol-
vency will doubtless engage your attention.

“The increasing foreign trade of Canada and
the prospect that Her Majesty’s Government
will enter ere long into negotiations with foreign
nations on the subject of their trade and com-
mercial relations demand our closest attention
and watchfulness, while the rapid development
of the Dominion is continually giving rise to
impoertant matters requiring the support and
action of the Imperial Government. With the
concurrence of Her Majesty, I therefore re-
commend you to sanction the appointinent of a

{ permanent representative of Canada in London

%o guard her various interests,

‘¢ The subjects I have mentioned are of great
importance. I cemmend them with full con-
fidence in your wisdom and patriotism to your
best consideration.”

Ordered, That His Excellency’s Speach be
taken into consideration to-morrow.—(8ir John
4. Macdonald.,)

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Resoloed, That Select Standing Committees
of this House for the present Session, be
appointed for the following purposes :—1. On
Privileges and Elections ; 2. On Expiring



4 Address.

Laws ; 3. On Railways, Canals and Telegraph
Lines ; 4. On Miscellaneous Private Bills ; 5.
On Standing Orders ; 6. On Printing ; 7. On
Public Accounts ; 8. On Banking and Com-
merce ; 9. On Immigration and Colonisation ;
which said Committees shall severally be em-
powered to examine and enquire into all such
matters and things as may be referred to them
by the House ; and to report from time to time
their observations and opinions thereon ; with
power to send for persons, papers and records.
—(Sir John A, Macdonald.)

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE.

REMARKS.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD
moved the adjournment of the House.

Mzr. MACKENZIE : Before the
House adjourns, I desire to recall to the
hon. gentleman’s recollection the case of
violation of the privileges of this House
which occurred at the close of last Ses-
sion. Upon the hon. gentleman’s motion
then, the person who was alleged to have
violated the privileges of the House so
grossly was ordered to attend. That he
did not attend the Journals will show,
and T desire to know the course the hon.
gentleman now proposes to take.

S JOHN A. MACDONALD: I
am glad the hon. gentleman has called
my attention to this matter, as it had
escaped me altogether. 1 shall let the
hon. gentleman know to-morrow what
course I propose to take.

House adjourned at
Five minutes before
Four o'clock.

HOUSE OT COMMONS.
Friday, 18th February, 1880.

PRAYERS.

" The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

CONTROVERTED ELECTION.

SUPREME COURT JUDGMENT.

Mz. SPEAKER informed the House
that he had received, from the Registrar of
the Supreme Court of Canada, a certified
copy of the judgment and decision of the
Supreme Court of Canada, in the appeal
of McKay wversus Glen, relating to the

MER. SPEAKER.
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election for the Hlectoral District of the
South Riding of the County of Ontario.

REPORTS.

Mgr. SPEAKER laid before the House
a Statement of Receipts and Disburse-
ments of the Accountant of the Fouse
of Commons of Canada, for the year
ended 30th June, 1879, with the Audi-
tor's Report. Also, the Report of the
Librarian of Parliament, on the state
of the Library of Parliament.

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE.
QUESTION.

Mz, MACKENZIE.: The hon. gentle-
man opposite promised yesterday to attend
t o the matter in the case of privilege, to
which T called his attention..

SiIRJOHN A. MACDONALD: T will
Jo so as soon as the Address is disposed of.
I can, at any time, move, as a matter ot
privilege, that the summons shall be re-
turnable, say, in a week.,

Mz. MACKENZIE : Then the hon.
gentlemen proposes to take fresh pro-
ceedings.

Sik JOHN A. MACDONALD: I
shall base it on the proceedings of last
Session.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EXCEL-
LENCY’S SPEECH.

The House proceeded to the: considera-
tion of His Excellency’s Speech at the-
opening of the Session.

Mr. RICHEY : His Excellency the
Governor-General, as the representative of
our gracious Queen, having been pleased to:
summon the two branches of this Legis-
lature for consultation, and to open the
Session of Parliament with a Speech from
the Throne, it becomes requisise that to
that Speech this House should return an
answer at once consistent with our duty
to our Sovereign and with the dignity of
this House as the great representative
body of the people of Canada. I have
therefore risen to move that a humble
Address be presented to His Excellency
the Governor-General, to thank him for-
his gracious Speech at the opening of the
present Session, and to give those further
assurances in regard to the business of this
Session which- are expanded on the face
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of the resolutions, I may, without
affectation, admit my consciousness of
inability to meet the demands of this
occasion in a satisfactory manner ; and,
in endeavouring to acquit myself of the
responsibility, I shall aim only at a suc-
cinct rehearsal and review of those sub-
jects which His Excellency has com-
mended for the deliberations of this Leg-
islature. I rejoice that the very first
utterance in that Speech to which it
seems proper to direct attention is that
which acknowledges the beneficent Pro-
vidence which has watched over this
country during the past year, and vouch-
safed to the husbandman an abundant
bharvest. The Providence of God has
smiled upsn and crowned with success
the providence of man. This has been
more conspicuous in connection with the
agriculture of our country ; but it is cause
for thankfulness that it has not been re-
stricted to that alone. We are enabled
to rejoice also in increased development
and activity in commercial and industrial
pursuits. I know, Sir, and I do mnot
think it is any subject for regret, that that
prosperity has not flowed in upon us in
as vast a volume as some have seemed
¢o expect. I know that the right hon.
gentleman who leads the Government
of this country and those who are asso-
ciated with him have been taunted be-
cause that prosperity has not seemed to
flow in in the manner in which those
who have brought the accusation and
taunt have thought fit to assume was pre-
dicted regarding it. But there is abund
ant evidence that the tidehas turned, and
those who have read Macaulay’s History
of England will recall the simile by
which he endeavoured to illustrate the
advance of eivilisation : likening it to the
tide which, whilst it is rolling upwards
and onwards, may seem to the casual
observer at times to recede, but, with
every fresh wave, marks a higher point
upon the shore. Such a simile, I think,
may be well applied to our position at
the present time and the advance which
this country is at this moment making.
Mr. Speaker, whilst we are enabled
to felicitate ourselves upon the advant-
ages’ which we possess and that degree of
prosperity which has been granted to us,
it is matter for regret that other portions
of the Empire have suffered distress. In
England itself, the very seat and centre
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of this vast Empire, -the last season hag,
like others preceding it, been marked by
agricultural failure. But it is from Ire-
land—that home of a noble race which
has contributed so largely to the glory of
the Empire, giving valiant soldiers and
generals to fight her battles and eloquent
statesmen to adorn her legislation, and
which has done so much for the colonis-
ation of the Kmpire—that land to which,
I presume, many may be found within
these walls who can trace their ancestry,
and also hundreds of thousands through-
out this Dominion—itis from that land
that the wail of distress is borne to us
across the ocean; and I feel quite sure that
there is no one in this assembly
who will not respond fully, heartily
and completely to the suggestion which
His Excellency has thrown out, that we
should consider the best means to be
adopted to contribute our quota of relief
to that suffering people. And, if I may
appropriate an idea of which I do not
claim to be the originator, I might ask
what better means could be adopted of
manifesting our sympathy than contri-
butions in kind? If Providence has been
so gracious to us that our barns are filled
with plenty, why not send forward by
the railways which we control to the sea,
a portion of our surplus produce, and, at the
sea, our own Vvessels are waiting to convey
it to the shores of Ireland? I am quite
sure that, when the flag of the Dominion
is unfurled within the harbours of that
island, a feeling will be excited exceeding
far any that could be called forth by mere
contributions in money. There I may
advert to another portion of His Excel-
lency’s Speech, in which he refers to the
distress of the Indians in the North-
West. I cannot question that this House
will cheerfully endorse the action of the
Government, which has been induced by
necessity to expend a large sum in order
to save those aborigines from starvation.
Whilst we congratulate Ministers upon
the means which are being adopted
for the settlement of those Indians in the
country, and the turning of their atten-
tion to industrial pursuits, we look for-
ward to the settlement of that country
by a different class of people. During
the past year, there have been a large
number from the old country, from the
older colonies, and from the United
States, who have settled in the North-
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West. Itisa striking evidence of the
excellence of that portion of the Domin-
ion which is being opened up, that the
influx of population from the neighbour-
ing States has been so great. Of 8,000
who entered it, under an arrangement
made by one party who had the convey-
ance of those persons, 2,000, or one-fourth,
are said to have come from the United
States of America. If that statement be
true, it furnishes a commentary upon
much that we heard in connection with
the relative advantages of our country,
as compared with that on the opposite
side of the border, during the last Ses-
gion. There has been, to some extent,
distress in other parts of the country, but
this, T presume, will be sufficiently over-
taken by local efforts of our people, with
the understanding that, in all cases where
local contributions and efforts are avail-
able and adequate, it does not come within
the province of Parliament to afford relief.
I have said that we may rejoice in the
accession of population which has been
witnessed during the past year in the
North-West Territory, and we may cer-
tainly look forward, as a consequence of
the visits which have been paid to this
Dominion during the past year by the
Royal Commissioners of Agriculture, and
by the tenant farmers who eame out to
inspect our country and who have carried
home such valuable and favourable reports,
to a very great increase in the numbers
‘who will seek to domicile themselves in
this Dominion during the coming year.
If there is one thing more than another
in which I think this Dominion has failed
in its duty towards those seeking a home
in new countries it is in this, that proper
pains do not appear to have been taken
in order to muke them thoroughly ac-
quainted with the advantages offered in
this country, and to facilitate their pro-
gress through it and their settlement in
it after their arrival. 1 think, in ac-
cordance with the suggestion which is
thrown out by His Excellency in his
Speech,that it becomes the duty of Parlia-
ment to adopt such measures as may be
necessary in order to afford to those who
may arrive among us a proper reception,
and that it will devolve upon the Govern-
ment of the day to take such means in the
appointment of their officers that, what-
ever reproach this country may have
suffered from in the past will be entirely

Ms. RICHEY,
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avoided in the future. The settlement
of the North-West, the introduction of a
large number of emigrants to it will
however be entirely vain and futile if
means are not adopted and promptly car-
ried forward, for opening up communi-
cation between it and the other parts of
this Dominion, and for affording facilities
for the transit of the produce of that
country to the markets of the world. It
is on this account that I observe with
pleasure the assurance that the Pacific
Railway is being pushed forward with
vigour and success, and that in a very
short time we may hope to see the line
between Lake Superior and Winnipeg in
full operation, so that, before many years
have passed—but little over two years at
the outside, I presume—we may expect
to have a locomotive travelling from
Thunder Bay to Winnipeg. We have also,
Sir, the information that one hundred miles
beyond is already under contract and ten-
ders are being received for one hundred
milesstill further, thus opening up two hun-
dred miles into that wonderfully fertile
country into which we are hopeful of in-
troducingso large an emigration. That this
is being done, and that the Government, as
I am assured they do, expeet to be able to
complete that railway beyond Winnipeg
and equip it fairly at an expenditure not
exceeding $10,000 per mile are facts upon
which we may well congratulate the
Minister who has that Department more
particularly in charge, and the Govern-
ment with which he has been associated.
Then, in connection with those facts, we
have the information afforded us that,
after a full survey and a thorough in-
vestigation of the various advantages af-
forded by the different proposed routes,
the Government have selected Burrard
Inlet as the terminus in British Colum-
bia. That, I think, will afford satis-
faction to both sides of this House, to all
who are here assembled representing the
different views which have obtained in
this Dominion regarding that line of
railway. I certainly participate in the
feeling that the selection has been a
most wise and judicious one, noi only
diminishing the cost of the railway itself
and the distance to betraversed, and thus
bringing us nearer to the eastern countries,
but at the same time presenting advantages
which must have commended it to the
present Govermment as they did to- the
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past. Although it would take a long
time to traverse the distance that inter-
venes between the Pacific and the Atlan-
tic, I pass at once, by transition of thought,
from British Columbia to that portion of
the Dominion in which I am more par-
ticularly interested, and the portions of
country connected with it., I refer
now to the Intercolonial Railway, regard-
ing which we are assured that a system of
the most rigid economy has been intro-
duced in the interest of that particular
branch of the Public Service, and in the
interest of the country at large. No
doubt, in carrying out this principle of
economy, the Minister who presides over
that Department must have felt
that, whilst he was performing an
important and necessary service, he was,
at the same time, performing a some-
what ungrateful one. The cutting down
of salaries, and the diminution of the
number of employés upon a road such
as that could not but be attended with
some inconvenience to a large number of
persons employed upon it. But, when we
consider the fact that, year by year, there
was rolling up a deficit of about $500,000
in connection with that railway, and how
necessary it is to overcome the disadvant-
ages which attend upon so long a line of
railway, connecting us with our ocean
ports, we must commend the course which
the Government in this case has found
itself bound to pursue. And I think,
Mr. Speaker, after we come to study the
figures, to learn how far that policy and
that course has been successful, we shall
exult in the prospect of a very rapid ap-
proach to a time when the discrepancy
between the expenditure and the receipts
will be entirely done away with. Deeply
interested in that railway, as the repre-
sentative of the city which is its eastern
terminus, I have sought for some in-
formation connected with its management
and have been favoured with that infor-
mation, to a portion of which I shall call
the attention of the House, in connection
with this particular paragraph in the
Speech. I have already adverted to the
fact that we have been carrying a deficit in
connection with that railway of $500,000 a
Year. I find that, for the last six months of
the year 1878, that deficit amounted to
$217,589.17. In operating the Railway,
the working expenses, including general

renewals, amounted to $1,117,427.60, in- E
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clusive of a charge from the General
Renewals Suspense Accountof 1877-78 of
$168,396.03, deducting which, we have
the net result of $949,031.57 as the cost
operating the railway during that six of
of months, while the receipts were
$731,442.40, leaving us with the deficit
to which I have referred. Now, Sir, I
find that, in the corresponding six months
of 1879, instead of an expenditure of
$949,031.57 we have an expenditure of
only $753,469.13, and, although thereceipts
for that six months were somewhat less
than for the six months of 1878, namely,
$721,277.42, we have to congratulate the
Government upon the fact that the de-
ficit is only $32,191.71. I have said that
the receipts for that six months were
somewhat less than for the six months in
the preceding year ; but I am glad to be
able to supplement that by the statement
that, if we take seven months, including
the months of January, 1879, and Jan-
uary, 1880, respectively, the receipts for
the latter period are considerably in ex-
cess of the receipts for the correspond-
ing seven months, ending with January,
1879. We have a total of something
near $839,277, as compared with
$812,308.42. When, Mr. Speaker, I
thus refer to the reduction of a deficit
which amounted to $217,500, to one of a
little over $32,000, I ought not to omit to
mention the fact that the miles of rail-
way in operation have been 840 as con-
trasted with 714 miles in the previous
year, thus showing an addition of 126
miles, owing to the transfer of the Riviére
du Loup Branch. The statements in re-
ference to the burden which it was said
would be put upon the country in con-
sequence of that purchase are thus proved
to have been, in a large degree, un-
founded. I may mention another fact
in connection with this, namely, that, for
the six months ending the 31st of Decem-
ber, 1878, the number of miles run by
trains was 1,341,030, and, for the six
months ending December, 1879, the
number was 1,419,194, showing an in-
crease of 78,164 miles run during the lat-
ter period. These statistics may be some-
what dry, but they convey important in-
formation, and I have thoaght it desir-
able, in connection with this paragraph,
to place them before the House, having
had the opportunity of obtaining them
afforded me. I sincerely trust that the
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period is not remote when the Minister
of Railways and Canals, having reached
an amount of receipts commensurate
with the expenditure which he finds it
necessary to incur on that road, will be
able to grant to the country such favour-
able terms as will enable us more effect-
ively to open up an increased and con-
tinuous interprovincial trade. Whilst
this burden of half a million dollars de-
ficit per annum was weighing upon the
country, we found it difficult to obtain
all those concessions necessary to the
development of trade. But now we look
forward, under the present management,
to vealising the hopes long cherished on
that subject. There are many industries
—+the agriculture of the west; our manu-
factures and mineral resources, opening
up to some extent in the east—all of
which we trust will reap advantage from
the improved terms thus foreshadowed.
The next subject to which I desire to
direct the attention of this House is the
realisation to an encouraging extent of
the hopes based upon the passage of the
Tariff Bill at thelast Session of Parlia-
ment. It is cheering to see it record-
ed in the Speech from the Throne
that the development of the varied
industries of the country has on the whole
been very satisfactory. In the east, we
have felt some beneficial effects directly
from the operation of this Tariff. We
have seen our West India trade renewed.
‘We have found that the predictions
regarding the manner in which the prices
of commoditi:s would be affected have
not answered the expectations of those
who have ridiculed the Tariff on that
ground. We have seen old industries re-
vived, and new ones starting up. We
have heard of the Minister of Finance
receiving those assurances, from all sides,
which must inspire him with confidence
in the policy which the present Adminis-
tration inaugurated, and are prepared to
carry forward. But, although the Tariff
was a thoroughly well considered and
excellent measure, yet, as any work
emanating from the most gifted human
brain cannot be perfect at once, it is na-

tural to expect that amendments will be i

required, and I, for one, shall feel under
the necessity, on behalf of my own con-
stituency, of drawing the attention of the
Minister of Finance to some amendments :
which will be most desirable,

M=z. RIicHEY.
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Some Hon. MEMBERS : Hear, hear.

Me. RICHEY : In response to those
ironical cheers, I have to say that we may
felicitate ourselves upon possessing a
Government willing to receive and anxious
to consider those suggestions for improve-
ments which may be found necessary.
Yes, Sir, I shall be under the necessity of
brmgmv to the notice of the hon. the
Minister of Finance suggestions in the
way of modification of the Tariff ; and I
have no doubt that similar representations
will be brought from other parts of the
country,and will receive due consideration.
Leaving the subject of the Tariff, I may
now refer to the proposal for Civil Ser-
vice Reform. I believe that the Civil
Service of Canada compares not unfavour-
ably with that of other countries, but,
if we are to adhere to the principle which
has been adopted, of permanency in that
service, if we are to rescue it from the
evils to which it has been exposed through
the excitement of party conflict, it is ex-
ceedingly desirable that we should have
some scheme by which those who are
introduced into 1t as permanent servants
will reach it through something like a
competitive examination which is found
to work so well in another portion of the
Empire. If that has been found to have
been carried too far in some respects, and
those who have tried it have had to re-
cede in some degree from the position
originally assumed, I trust that the Go-
vernment, in preparing their measure,
will avail themselves of all the inform-
ation which has been obtained in the
Motter Country, as I have no doutt they
will, and that a measure will be sub-
mitted such as this House can adopt and
readily carry though. Our attention is
called to the fact that the law incorpo-
rating the banks of the Dominion will
expire next year ; and the necessity for
a full consideration of our banking sys-
tem and of the subject of the currency, as
connected therewith, is sugested to us.
All will admit the great desirability of
placing the banking institutions of the
country upon a firm and sound basis,
and, as the circulation of the currency of
the country is somewhat like the circul-
ation of the blood in the human system—
life depending upon its activity,—it is ne-
cessary that we should preserve it in
healthful condition. I shall say nothing
more in connection with this at the
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present moment than that, looking to
the development of this country, look-
ing to the vast resources we possess,
looking to the opening up of that great
North-West, I believe that the question
of an increased issue of the currency of
this Dominion may very well be submitted
to us by the Government of the day. An-
other topic, and almost the last upon
which I shall find it desirable to touch, is
the Insolvent Act. To that subject our
attention is invited, and, although I have
strongly felt, and felt during the last Ses-
sion, how possible it was that we should
go too far in removing from our Statute-
book legislation which stood upen it with-
out some well - considered substitute ;
although I felt a desire that an Insolvent
Act should be still continued, I confess
that, after all that I have heard during the
year that has since elapsed, and {from what
I have been able to gather of the feeling
of the commercial communities of this
Dominion, I am inclined to the conviction
that it would be wise were we, for a time,
to repeal the Insolvency Act. There are
important matters which such an Act as
that should subserve : there is the protec-
tion of the insolvent himself, the protection
of his creditors, and the advantage to the
country of setting free whatever commer-
cial talent it may possess. If we can obtain
an Act which will fairly answer these con-
ditions, I shall be prepared and desirous
to record my vote in favour of such a
measure. In the meantime, this Act has
not answered those purposes. It isfound
to be extremely inconvenient in its opera-
tion, and, guided by the old legal maxim
that “an inconvenience is worse than a
mischief,” I trust that the course to be
pursued in connection with this Act will
rather be to abolish it altogether than to
indulge in any more expedients in con-
nection with it. Now, Mr. Speaker, I
have thus run over the several subjects
referred to in the Speech which seem to
connect themselves with what we may
term our internal affairs. 'With internal
affairs alone this Parliament has to deal ;
internal affairs alone we have been
called upon to consider on former occa-
sions. To-day we are asked to consider a
subject which connects itself rather with
our external relations, and, whilst we have
every freedomin connection with that legis-
lation which pertains to our own country,
there are many matters of the deepest inter-
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est and significance to us as a Dominion
which must be transacted and negotiated
through the Imperial Government, and all
will feel how necessary. it is that at the very
seat of the Imperial Government itself, we
should have someone accredited who
would have the opportunity and who
would possess ability to represent this
country fully and faithfully. Anyone
entrusted with such a mission as that
must be the possessor of rare qualities.
He must be a man thoroughly conversant
with all the interests of his own country,
with a2 mind wide enough to grasp the
general relations of the Empire, with
firmness to discuss and enforce by argu-
ment all that is necessary to be considered
in connection with the country he repre-
sents, and an urbanity which will render
him acceptable to those he addresses. Such
men are rare in any country, but I believe
that Canada is not without them, and such
a one I have no doubt the Government
will be able to place its hands upon,
should this House adopt the suggestion
which has been thrown out for the ap-
pointment of a permanent representative
of this country in London to guard her
various interests. I shall not presume
to detain the House further than to ex-
press my thanks for the patient hearing
which I bave received, and to move,
as I now do, the resolution to which I re-
ferred in the earlier portion of my re-
marks.

Mzr. HOUDE: Mr. Speaker, if, on
the one hand, it is a difficult task for me
to address the House on this solemn oo-
casion, to second the Address moved by
my honourable friend the worthy repre-
sentative of Halifax, in answer to the
gracious Speech of His Excellency, on
the other hand, this task is rendered
agreeable to me by the thought that in
performing it I find a favourable oppor-
tunity of making wyself the humble echo
of the sentiments of approbation and con-
fidence which the great majority of the
people visibly entertain towards the pre-
sent advisers of His Excellency, for the
courageous, enlightened and patriotic
policy which they have followed since
their accession to power. But, before be-
stowing congratulations on them, however
well merited they may be, it is proper
that we should join with His Excellency
in thanking the Almighty for the bene-
fits which He has been pleased to shed
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this year on Canada, by blessing it with
an abundant harvest, which has for-
tunately been accompanied by a visible
improvement in the condition of com-
merce and manufactures. As to these bene-
fits, we have not deserved them more than
other pe ople, who have not had the advant-
age of seeing their land, cultivated by their
labour, produce with equal abundance. It
is for this reason our gratitude should be
so much more intense, more sincere,
towards Providence, whose designs are
unfathomable,and who often cherishes and
saves all, by trials to a nation, as to indi-
viduals. And how could we prove it
better than by joining cordially in the
generous thought expressed in the Speech
of His Excellency, to take a little of our
abundance so as to contribute to the relief
of the sufferings of an unfortunate people
who are passing through the horrors of
famine ? I am happy that the Govern-
ment of His Excellency should have sug-
gested this practical means of coming to
the assistance of our brothers in Ireland
in the days of distress through which they
are passing. It is an example of generosity
given with delicacy, and which will no
doubt produce its fruits. This substantial
mark of our sympathy will touch the
grateful hearts of the high-minded Irish
people, and will draw still closer, if it be
possible, the numerous bonds of firm
friendship which unite them already to
Canada. Not only do we compassionate
their present misery, but I think there
cannot be a single Canadian, of whatever
origin he may be, who does not wish—
while recognising, on the one hand, the
moderation, the prudence, the nobility of
the guides of public opinion at home, and
on the other the wisdom and the liberality
of the Mother Country—to see disappear
one day the political causes, the origin of
which takes us back to the struggles and
revolutions of the Middle Ages, and to
which is due, at least in part, the period-
ical return of these times of distress. I
consider that we should be unworthy of
the sweet and ample liberty which we
enjoy, if we did not desire at the same time
to see it shared by all our fellow-creatures,
above all by those who live under the
shadow of the same flag as ourselves
and whose brilliant genius has already
distinguished itself in arts, literature
and science, from the first ages of our era,
when the greater pait of the nations
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which we admire at the present time
were much less advanced in civilisation.
To bind up the wound which, by impover-
ishing and embittering Ireland, embar-
rasses and weakens Great Britain itself,
and that without violent revolution, but
by purely initiatory remedies, is indeed
one of the greatest social problems which
has ever commanded the attention of pub-
licists, politicians, and rulers, and the
happy solution of which would make its
authors more illustrious than the conquest
Trusting in the
sagacity of British statesmen, as well as
in that tendency which, in our time,
manifests itself a little everywhere, even
in Scotland and England, I do not des-
pair of seeing that desirable solution
arrived at, which not only would renew
the aspect of Ireland and increase still
more the prestige and power of Great
Britain, but would have, moreover, conse-
quences almost incalculable for mankind.
Picture to yourself Ireland, with her five
millions of inhabitants, pacified, prosper-
ous and happy, by the side of Great
Britain, with which she has really so
many identical interests, ten millions of
Irish people spread over the five parts of
the globe, living contentedly under the
shadow of the same flag as the sons of
England and of Scotland, and the rival
powers or enemies not daring any longer
to count upon the discontent of the lrish
in order to paralyse part of the strength
of the British Empire, and you will cer-
tainly agree with me that it would be a
change, the consequences of which, happy
without any doubt, for these three beau-
tiful countries, whose interests are inti-
mately bound together by mnature,
by their geographical position, and
which ought to be so too by the aspira-
tions ot their respective inhabitants, would
exercise a considerable influence on the
modern world ; and I think it would be
equally for the better as to us Canadians,
‘With regard even to the interests of our
country, we should have to congratulate
ourselves on the disappearance of a dis-
content and an agitation which, carried to-
the United States with the tide of Irish
emigration,have already obliged us to spend'
large sums of money in order to provide for-
our safety in the past, and which bave not
yet ceased completely to be a danger for
the maintenance of friendly relations with
our neighbours for the future. Less tham



Address.

a century and & quarter ago, the British
Flag raised on the Citadel of Quebec
floated as a signal of mourning for the in-
habitants of Canada. Since then, our
fathers have defended it with devotion on
the field of battle, and to-day their des-
cendants carry it with honour on their na-
tional holidays. What it has been to
(anada, we wish that it maybe to Ireland;
a guarantee of peace, of prosperity and of
liberty. The country has observed with
satisfaction that, since their journey to
Europe last summer, the right hen. the
Prime Minister and some of his colleagues
have succeeded in attracting in a greater
dcgree the public attention of the United
Kingdom towards Canada, and in giving
a more exact idea of its natural riches,
and of the undeniatle advantages which
it offers to emigrants applying themselves
to the noble work of agriculture. It
was followed by the visit to our vast and
fertile regions in the North-West of a
delegation of the Royal Commission,
charged to enquire into the causes of the
depression of agriculture, and also from
geveral competent agriculturists, who all
left with a very favourable impression of
our country. The Government, therefore,
have reason to expect this year an in-
ereage in the number of emigrants belong-
ing to the agricultural class, and they
propose to take measures in consequence.
‘We have not at this mement the same
advantages to offer to other classes, to
mechanics for example, that class being
already overcrowded here in most kinds
of industry. Parliament will, no doubt,
second willingly the efforts of the Govern-
ment to encourage, without too much ex-
pense, the emigrants of the first class to
settle themselves permanently in Canada,
to identifr thamsealves with the couatry,
and to work in common with us to
make an inheritance worthy to be the
pride, and to deserve the attachment, of
their children. In the past, numerous
causes have contributed to win away
from our ceuntry the current of Euro-
pean emigration, and to increase the
tide of emigration of our own population;
but the principal ones appear to me to be
the following: first, the want of a diver-
sity of careers open to the fitness and to
the tastes both of foreigners and of Can-
adians themselves; then, the want of
knowledge of our natural resources on the
part of a great number; moreover, the
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acrimonious contests which have agitated
the country under the legislative union
of the two Canadas; deplorable contests,
which hindered at the same time the
Canadians of different origins from frater-
nising togsther, and considering them-
selves as fellow-countrymen, and retarded
the march of the state on the way of pro-
gress and national greatness; in short an
exaggerated infatuation for the United

States and their institutions, Thank
God, these causes of our past
difficulties are disappearing rapidly.

Thanks to the National Policy, lately
extolled by the Opposition, and since then
repudiated by them, but boldly put into
operation by the present Government,
native industry is tending to take more
diversified channels, agriculture to raise
its head, commerce to develop itself, and
a multiplicity of pursuits to increase in
proportion. The fertility of the soil of
Canada is better known ; her climate so
salubrious is less dreaded by reason of our
winters ; her noble and free institutions
are better appreciated ; the progress
which she has made, and continues to
make, is more observed ;in a word, her
future appears thrown into a more bril-
liant light. Fortunately, also, the es-
tablishment of the federal system, while
favouring to a greater extent a spirit of
enterprise and invention, and conse-
quently material progress under various
forms, has by the decentralisation of
power, or the division of legislative andad-
ministrative labour among several political
bodies, independent of each other in the
sphere of their respective functions, re-
moved at once the cause of much coldness
of feeling, and the conflict of rival or op-
position interests. Whence proceeds the
gradual extinction of prejudices and a
tendency towards mutual charity, because
every day people learn to know and to
esteem each other better. There are per-
sons who deny the influence of political
and legislative systems upon the charac-
ter of nations ; but this influence, never-
theless, does exist, and every attentive
observer has remarked their influence in
almost every country. Regarding, in this
point of view, which appears to me a
practical and a logical one, the legislation
adopted last Session, one is compelled to
recognise that it has had the effect of
developing a wholesome public spirit in
all the Confederated Provinces,by furnish-
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ing the means of showing more clearly
the union of interests which exists among
the various parties of one and the same
country—that is to say, members of the
same body—and that one portion cannot
be strengthened without the others feeling
the effect. This farsighted policy, this
enlightened public spirit which makes it
to be approved and supported, causes me
to hepe that the patriotic scheme brought
forward by the hon. the Minister of Agri-
ulture seven years ago, when he was at
the head of the same Department as part
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part of Canada to another as it has in at-
tracting from foreigu countries colo-
nists whose establishment on our soil
would add to our numerical strength and
to our national wealth. Without reckon-
ing the fact that the return to Canada of
Canadians now living in the United
States, forms one of the most efficient
advertisements of the advantages offered
by our country to emigrants who wish
to devote themselves to agriculture, at the
same time it is a commendation of our
institutions as compared with the

of a former Administration, will be con- | greatly extolled, perhaps too greatly ex-

tinued this and  the following years.

I | tolled, institutions of our neighbuors that

speak now of the encouragement given |ours contain the best provisions which

to Canadians living in the United
States to return to their native coun-
try and rendering it more easy for
them to go and establish themselves
on the lands in our North-West Territory,
a country with a great future before it.
In every respect, one could not expect to
find a class of colonists more worthy of
the benevolent consideration of the Gov-
ernment. They are already acquainted by
experience with our climate, almost all
of them have already cultivated the
soil, they have the same manners and
customs as we have, they love our instit-
utions and are aftached to them, they
-ever cherish Canada as being their native
land, which they have quitted with re-
gret, being forced to do so by adverse
<ircumstances, and with the intention of
being absent therefrom as short a time as
‘possible. Drawn away by an illusion, in
common with many others, they thought
that they might be able to make a little
fortune in a short time and immediately
return to the country. The greater por-
tion of them failed in the attempt, but
they do not the less deserve on thisaccount
our sympathy and encouragement, and so
much the more, inasmuch as we have need
of colonists of this character to open up

our North-West Territories to agriculture |
It cannot be plausibly .

and progress.
objected that, before doing anything to
encourage Canadians now in the United
States to establish themselves in Man-
itoba, or semc other portion of the
North-West, we ought in the first place to
come to the aid of Canadians living here
who equally desire to go west; for it must
be remarked that the Government has
not the same interest in favouring the mere
transplanting of our population from one

Mze. Houpk.

are t3 be found in theirs without
imitating their most defective features,
and I do not believe that this fact
is completely foreign to the desire,
possessed by the greater number of Cana-
dians living in the United States, of
returning to live in their native country.
It is a desire which honcurs them as much
as it should rejoice us and revive our
devotion towards preserving intact the
precious arch of our own institutions.
The country will learn with joy that, by
reason of the vigour with which the Gov-
ernment has pushed forward the works of
construction of that portion of the Pacific
Railway between Lake Superior and Red
River, we shall soon be placed in direct
communication with the sister Province
of the west, by a line of railway passing
entirely within Canadian territory., We
cannot fail to recognise the great advan-
tages which the colonisation and develop-
ment of Manitoba and the North-West
will derive from the immediate construc-
tion of almost one hundred miles of rail-
way to the west of the Red River, and
from the construction afterwards of one
hundred additional miles, being a pro-
longation of the first portion in the same
direction across a fertile extent of land,
well fitted for agricultural purposes, and
which, in course of time, will attract thou-
sands of colonists if, as we have every
reason to expect, the price of land con-
tinues within the reach of every purse
With the watchful care which has so far
distinguished it, the Government will
take care that the great monopolists will
not have too great license in extending
the line of their speculations, to the
injury of the interests of emigration
and the advance of these important regions
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in the way of development and progress.
In order to rival with advantage the
United States, which contend with us for,
and too often carry off, the better class of
emigrants by means of the liberal offers
which they make to them, by all means
it is necessary that the price of our
public lands, which we are desirous
of colonising should be placed at the
very lowest figure. For the first and
the principal compensation which the
country will expect in return for the
burden imposed upon it by the con-
struction of this gigantic Railway is
the rapid settlement ot these vast
and now all but desert regions and the
traffic thus to be derived from them
through their surplus products and their
importations in exchange therefor. The
oconstruction of one hundred and twenty
miles of railway, to be commenced early
in the spring and vigorously proceeded
with is a tangible proof of the desire of
the present Government to do justice to
the inhabitants of that Province. The
country will approve of the course of
thus redeeming as far as possible the
promise given in its name ; as it must
see with satisfaction that the Government
seems to be of opinion that these works
are proportioned to the resources of
which it can at present advantageously
dispose, and that, before putting the re-
mainder under contract, they will, as I
fancy endeavour to procure the neces-
sary means otherwise than oy new foreign
loans, so as to avoid too much drawing
on the future or incurring the risk of bur-
dening the present inhabitants of the old

rovinces for the over-exclusive benefit
of a population not yet located in that
country, and which, when they come to
dwell in it, will have contributed least to
these costly publie works. The final
selection of the Burrard Inlet route, and
of the western terminus of the Pacific
Railway gives the Government a two-
fold title to our felicitations, because, in
the first place, we are thus enabled to put
an end to the heavy expendilure involved
by the surveys in that difficult region ;
and, in the second place, because that de-
cision proves that the Government are
not afraid to follow, in the interests of
the country, the footsteps of their oppon-
ents, when the latter appear to them to
have followed a proper course. They
regret perhaps that the late Cabinet
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should have left them so few footsteps
in which it would be safe to follow,
The public will learn with satisfaction that,
thanks to the able and economical man-
agement of the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals, the Intercolonial Rail-
way which those who opposed its con-
struction said would be the ruin of the
country has already ceased to be a seri-
ous charge upon the public chest. There
is now no doubt but it will become a
lucrative undertaking for the trade of the
country, whereby the completion of the
Canada Central and the extension east-
wards of the Pacific Railway to the west-
ern terminus of the latter, or of some
equivalent branch will have placed the
Q. M. O. & O. Railway in direct com-
munication with the North-West, and a
suspension or other bridge across the St,
Lawrence, above Quebec, will have linked
the latter with the line from Levis to
Riviére du Loup. This would be a sure
means of largely increasing the traffic on
the Intercolonial, while doing justice to
the Maritime Provinces,and the Province of
Quebec, and of avoiding the danger of the
trade of the west being diverted from
our railways, waterways and ports, in
order to replenish the railways, canals and
ports of the Americans after passing
through but a small part of the Province
of Ontario, from which our friends in that
province would profit nothing, while
the country in general would suffer seri-
ous loss. It is satisfactory to witness in
this connection the manifest desire of the
the present Government not to expose
useful and necessary Canadian under-
takings to be ruined by unfair foreign
competition. It is to be regretted that,
in order to preserve the Indians of the:
North-West from the straits of famine,
a large expenditure of money has this.
year been found necessary ; never-
theless, it is still less costly to feed
these primitive owners of the land
we occupy than to hunt them away as is
done in other parts of this continent, to-
say nothing of the fact that the former
course is more Christian and more honour-
able, In this case the Government has
shown itself faithful to the traditional
policy of honesty, generosity and kindness
characteristic of the authorities of Canada
towards these wild children of the forest.
The efforts of the Government to habitu-
ate them to cultivate the soil and to seek
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their means of subsistence therein ave
most praiseworthy, and it is not impos-
gible that, with time and patience, we
may succeed in a certain measure in ac-
complishing, on a large scale, what_ has
been attempted with some success 1n a
small way in other parts of the country.
I was specially gratified, and my honour-
able colleagues of this House, no doubt,
shared the pleasure with me, that, in the
preparation of the Estimates for the ensu-
ing year, due regard has been had to
economy, so far as was compatible with
the efficiency of the public service, and it
is evident that the Government is awake
to the fact that the burden of our public
expenditure has about reached the limits
marked out by prudence, and that it can-
not be largely increased without bearing
too heavily on the tax-payers. The proof
that the leading plank in the platform of
the present Government has not fallen
into disfavour with the people in general
is the fact that, in the individual elections,
quite a number of which have taken
place within a year, the friends of the
Government have not lost an inch of
ground, and have carried several strong-
holds from the Opposition. From the
shores of the Atlantic to the shores of the
Pacific, the great voice of the people has
once more proclaimed that the country
still places confidence in the Administra-
tion of the day. The latest echo of that
voice which, under our Constitutional and
Parliamentary system, makes and un-
makes Governments, has just this instant
reached us from the great county of
Argenteuil. In selecting a gentleman
personally so estimable as Dr. Christie.
the electors of that county were confident
of doing well ; but they felt that, by sub-
stituting for him a Conservative and Pro-
tectionist, the Hon. Mr. Abbott, they
were doing still better. I regret this for
the sake of the hon. the leader of the Op-
position, whose companions in arms are
far stronger in valour than in numbers,but
I rejoice at it for the sake of the country.
The people see the various industries of
the country resuming increased activity,
furnishing more constant and remunera-
tive employment to a greater mumber of
persons, and, despite the sophisms of Free-
trade theorists, they see that agriculture
and trade alike feel the impulse given to
home production, and cannot but benefit
by a better home market induced by a re-

Mz. Houps.
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stricting of foreign competition. It is na-
tural in the elaboration of a new Tariff,
more especially after a change of fiscal
policy, that more orless of a margin
should be allowed for unforeseen matters,
50 that it is not surprising that experience
should haveshown the expediency of adopt-
ing certain changes of detail in the Tariff
adopted last Session, It will be our
duty to assist His Excellency’s Min-
isters in that task, in place of seeking
By prepar-
ing a measure for the re-organisation of
the Civil Service, the Government have
earned a further title to the gratitude of
the people, for it is time something was
done in the matter. From a thorough re-
form of the Civil Service, many important
advantages must result. Offices will be
filled in many cases by more competent
persons, consequently a reduction in num-
ber will be effected; the work will be
better done and will cost less; merit will
be more easily recognised; Ministers will
lose less of their valuable time; the repre-
sentatives of the people will be more inde-
pendent, and the members of the Govern-
ment also. Besides, we may hope that
the struggle for public offices will undergo
a salutary relaxation, whick is much to be
desired, unless we want to see the number
of public servants equal, or in fact exceed,
those of the served. The necessity of a
consolidation of the Inland Revenue Laws
was keenly felt, for they are obscure, in-
complete, and often defective. As regards
the mode of dealing with native tobacoo
more especially there is great need of
amendment and modification. While af-
fording us a real improvement in this
respect, the hon. the Minister of Inland
Revenue would afford us a pleasant sur-

rise if, some fine day, circumstances
should enable him to tell us that he had
taken steps with a view to ascertain what
kinds of tobacco would succeed best in
this country, and the mode of culture it
would be most advisable to teach and
commend to cultivators, as is done with
respect, for instance, to the cultivation of
the sugar beet, so as to substitute as far
as possible a native for a foreign pro-
duct. I see here a good source of future
revenue for the Government, and of
wealth for many of our farmers. The
other measures announced in the Speech
from the Throne, in relation to Crown
Lands, Public Works, the Indians of the
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North-West, and the Mounted Police
Force, show that the Government has
closely studied the requirements of the
country during the recess, and sought for
the means of meeting them, and that they
intend to give us plenty to do during the
present Session, a boon for which those vyho
are naturally disposed to find the time
hang heavily will owe them special thanks.
1t appears to me a happy concidence that
the bank charters of the Dominion are
just about to expire at a moment when
public opinion in the country is loudly
calling for the enactment of more strin-
gent laws particularly as regards inspec-
tion, in order to afford better security to
the public and to the shareholders of the
banks themselves, and when there is
quite a strong feeling in favour of restrict-
ing the sphere of operation of the banks
by further extending the circulation of
Dothinion notes. This is a question of
vital importance to the credit and pros-
perity of this country, and demands our
utmost attention, scrutiny and prudence.
The Insolvency Law is also a most im-
portant question, with which we dealt
at too late a period last Session. Itis
to be hoped that we may not separate
this year without having amended it in
such a way asto improve many of its
faulty provisions ; otherwise I should for
my part feel bound to vote for a pure and
simple repeal, as I did last Session ;and
I think the opinion of the House is still
the same on this subject. Mr. Speaker,
the last paragraph of the Speech from the
Throne shows conclusively that the ap-
pelation ¢ National " applied to the policy
of the Government which the suffrages of
the people placed in power by so splen-
did a majority on the 17th September,
1878, is well deserved. In fact, as a
Canadian, one feels raised up by its far-
seeing and public - spirited policy. In
reading this paragraph, one sees the dawn
of a new era for Canada, and that hence-
forth we shall count for something in the
eyes of other nations. This will only in-
crease the prestige of theMother Country,
to which we owe these progressive deve-
lopments of our national existence—de-
velopments happily accomplished and
which demonstrate both the excellence of
the institutions with which she has en-
dowed us and our own vitality. The ap-
pointment of a permanent representative
of Canada in London will be an epoch in
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our history. Honcur to the statesmen
capable of accomplishing such great things
without social convulsion or political com-
motion, who have found other means of
making Canada great without diminishing
the greatness of the vast and glorious Em-
pire of which we forma part. 'With great
pleasure, then, Mr. Speaker, I beg to
second the Address in reply to the Speech
from the Throne.

Mr. MACKENZIE: Before the
Address passes, I desire to offer a few re-
marks to the House—not that the matter
of the Speech affords much ground for
debate. Altogether, the Speech contains
the promise of the amendments of five
measures, three of which have been con-
solidated or amended already by gentle-
men opposite, a renewal of the Banking
Law, and, as we learned from the speech
of the mover, the abolition of the Insol-
vency Law. This is the entire pro-
gramme provided for the Session. The
hon. gentleman opposite was accustomed
in former years to taunt the late Admin-
istration with the paucity of the bill of
fare presented, although we never pre-
tended to present- a catalogue of our
meagures in the Speech from the Throne.
But no such meagre bill of fare ag this
was ever presented to a Canadian Parlia-
ment. An hon. friend beside me re-
marks that this is Lent, and no doubt we
have here a Lenten bill of fare. I would
not complain of it were it from any other
gentlemen in office ; but, as the present
gentlemen insisted in former years that
the Queen’s Speech should contain a com-
plete programme of the work of the
Session, we must assume that this is all
the work they have prepared for us. Be-
fore preceeding to criticise, as I shall,
some of the statements made, I desire to
call the attention of the hon. gentleman
at the head of the Government, and the
Minister of Railways, to the gross in-
decency of putting special statements and
returns, up to within a few days, into
the hands of a member of the House, of
which all other members have been de-
prived. We all had a right to those
special freturns ; any paper used by the
Government in debate must be pro-
duced to the House. The hon. mem-
ber for Halifax (Mr. Richey) after telling
us he was, to wuse his own words,
“ favoured with special information,” pre-
ceeded to deal with the figures arranged
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by the Minister of Railways, and we are
expected, without possessing the docu-
ments, to reply to his statements. I have
never known anything of the kind done
before. The subjects dealt with in the
Speech suggestive of future action, apart
from the two or three measures promised
for the amendment of existing laws, are
those to whichlittle or nc exception would
naturally be taken. The congratulations
as to the harvest should be fervently re-
sponded to by the members of the Admin-
istration, because, if Providence had not
been kind to them as well as to the coun-
try in sending them a plentious harvest,
their state at present would be one of
complete paralysis.

Mr. BABY : We helped Providence.

Mzr. MACKENZIE : An hon. Minis-
ister says they helped Providence; well, T
am not at all surprised that they imagine
themselves capable of doing even that.
However, we on this side of the House
will stick to Providence.

An Honx. MEMBER:
dence will not stick to you.

MRr. MACKENZIE: Providential ac-
tion will be much more beneficial than any
ministerial measures could possibly be. I
wassomewhat surprsed at the fervent man-
ner in which the member for Halifax con-
gratulated the House on the emigration
policy of the Administration. He said—
from his special information, no doubt,
not given to any of us—that 8,000 people
had passed from the United States into
Canada last year.

MRr. RICHEY : I said that, of 8,000,
2,000 came from the United States.

Mr. MACKENZIE: Yes, and the
2,000 in the first place entered Canada at
Ogdensburg and Montreal from the East-
ern States, and were then classed as
Americans, though really returning Ca-
nadians, coming into Canada, and, when
they passed through Outario, and again
passed by Detroit or Sarnia into
the Western States towards Manito-
ba, where they were again classed
as emigrants from the United States;
that method had the effect of doubling the
number. But the hon. gentleman did not
tell us how many Canadians went from
Halifax to the United States, and from
the port of St.John. I have special in-
formation also, though not from the Gov-
érnment, and learn that from the city the
Minister of Finance represents, by the

Mgz, MACKENZIE,
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steamship line during the past season, no
less than 6,000 left to settle in the United
States, over and above the ordinary pas-
senger trafic. How many went by rail..
way or coasting schooners I am not able
to say. 1 saw the statement of the
United States Consul a few days ago,
about a port in my own county, from
which alone, it appears, about 24,000
Canadians have passed to settle in the
United States. Instead of having matter
for congratulation, we have reason to
doubly deplore the existing state of trade
and business which has compelled so
many of our fellow-citizens to seek a
refuge in a foreign country. We are
asked to congratulate ourselves because a
considerable number of people went from
the older Provinces to the North-West
Territories. I do mnot think it is any
matter for rejoicing that peopie go from
one part of the Dominion to another. It
would be matter for congratulation if we
were able to point to a large emigration
from the old country; but gentlemen
opposite were afraid of such an emigra-
tion, as they passed, lately, an Order-in-
Council * preventing the landing of any
emigrant at Halifax, unless possessing
$20; that is their method of encouraging
emigration. I am not blaming them for
discouraging unsuitable emigrants from
leaving Europe. I know it is matter of
bitter complaint in Toronto that hundreds
have been arriving every week totally
unsuited to Canada, aud who never had
anything to do with agriculture, but who
have been, as paupers, thrust wupon
Canada, with assisted passages. Agricul-
tural classes should be encouraged to-
come, and not stopped on our coasts
by a demand for twenty dollars.
This is the state of matters as respects
emigration, and I am surprised that the
member for Halifax should not, with his.
usual candour, have alluded to the real
state of affairs. I am informed by some:
hon. members that, on the train by which
they “ravelled hither from the East, were
six or seven families, some, if not all of
them, from a county of the name of Cum-
berland, who were passing to the United
States, and that, by the way, some of the
children were called Tupper. That train,
like almost every other train on the Inter-
colonial, under the new management, had
the misfortune to break down two or
three times, and the name of Tupper was
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very freely used in the carriages, not
altogether in a complimentary sense, but
one of the urchins bearing that illustrious
designation was a little troublesome and
annoying, and they had to take care of
the child; another was making too much
noise, and, at a moment when the cars had
broken down, or run off the track, there
was a momentary lull in the noise, when
a cry was heard again, another voice
broke forth : ¢ Shut up you monkey and
do not waken Tupper.” My impression
is that Tupper wants to be wakened very
much, and if those emigrants from Canada
had succeeded in accomplishing that task,
it would have been better than congratu-
lating ourselves upon an alleged state of
facts that does not exist. We are told
that we are to have the bankruptcy and
currency laws re-considered, and the hon.
gentleman !from Halifax (Mr. Richey)
tells us, also, doubtless, on special infor-
mation, that there is to be an increased
issue of currency. ‘Whether hon. gen-
tlemen opposite have decided to adopt
the bantling of the hon. member for
South Norfolk (Mr. Wallace) or not we do
not know, but the matronly appearance of
that hon. gentleman seems to indicate the
employment he was engaged in during
the recess. It is true his infant has
a rather disreputable appearance; it is,
as the hon. gentleman at the head of the

Government describes himself—¢rather a.

rum un to look at ;” whether it will also
be like him—*a good un to go,” I do not
know. But I can congratulate the hon.
member for South Norfolk that he looks
and perhaps feels as well as could be ex-
pected, and T hope that he will succeed in
impressing his views, not upon the Gov-
ernment or this House, not upon the
country, but upon the smallest possible
number of people ; because we only want
such a measure to complete the ruin of
the country, from the point of decline to
which the hon. gentlemen opposite have
brought it., 'We are told we are to have
a revision of the Dominion Lands Act,
but not in what way. There was no con-
gratulation upon the condition of the land
laws or their administration in the North-
West. It was only a very foolish remark
uttered by the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax, when he spoke of the care taken in
having proper persons to administer the
laws in the North-West. We observed
during the recess exceedingly improper
2
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persons chosen to administer affairs in
that quarter. We had extraordinary ac-
cusations against some of the agents ap-
pointed by the Administration. The hon.
gentleman at the head of the Government
had one Gow appointed, who was accused
of almost every crime against society.
True, this appointment was afterwards
suspended ; but what became of the man
himself? 'Whether he was suspended,.
a8 he deserved, or not, we do not know.
The settlement of the North-West was
seriously injured by the administratior
of the land laws by Ministers, and, al-
though modifications were afterwards
made, we were informed on excellent
authority that, in the meantime, they had
the effect of turning back a very large
number to the United States. In one
place in Dakota, no fewer than 856
Canadians had gone with the expressed
intention of becoming citizens of the
Republic, though they originally intended
settling in Manitoba. It is gratitying
to know that a very large proportion of
the press supporting Ministers were
manly enough to condemn the course
pursued by the Government in reference
to the settlement of the North-West.
My own conviction has always been that:
it is impossible for any Government to
make much money by the sale of lands ;,
that it is infinitely better to afford ample
opportunity to settlers to obtain free
homesteads of suitable size where they
can form comfortable homes, and trust to
the increase of wealth and business by
the increase of settlement rather than éx-
pectto make money bythe selling of lands ;
and on that principle the Government of
the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake) in Ontario, of which I was a
member, acted in throwing off between
$100,000 and $200,000 of arrears on
lands sold to actual settlers in that Pro-
vince. 'With relation to Indian claims
and the administration of Indian affairs
in the North-West, Y believe it has been
most injurious to the morale of the Indians
aswellas to the position of the Government.
Anything that-weakens the confidence of
the Indian population in the Administra-
tion of the country has a most prejudicial
effect upon their minds, and it is exceed-
ingly difficult to remove any evil im-
pression thus made. I have been
informed that, when tenders were received
in Winnipeg for supplies for the Indians,
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they were sent here with a recommenda-
tion of the local officers—they were
detained a month, which made it impos-
sible to forward the supplies to the Indian
camps in time for their gatherings, thus
necessitating enormous expenditure by
the Government and discontent among
the Indians, and destroying the con-
fidence of the Indians in our
good faith. I am informed also on
the best authority that the special in-
structors, with the stock they had in charge
sent to the North-West by the Saskatche-
wan River, in the Hudson Bay Com-
pany’s boats, had not merely a longer
delay than if they bad gone overland by
the usual route, but that this plan incur-
red more expense than the entire worth
of the animals sent, while the cost by
‘Winnipeg would have been little or no-
thing. I am prepared to admit that any
Government would have some difficulty
in dealing with affairs in a very remote
country, but no Government is justified
in endeavouring to make political capital
out of a matter of this kind. This is
what was pointed out on the appointment
of those instructors and the despatch
of the supplies. I am prepared to sus-
tain the Government in any policy desir-
able in order to the settlement of the In-
dians and their instruction in the arts of

" peace, especially that of agriculture, but I
am not prepared to sanction such mea-
sures as those of last year, coupled as they
were in the Ministerial papers with the
most gross, unfounded slanders upon the
hon. gentleman formerly Minister of the
Interior in the late Administration.
‘With respect to the Intercolonial Rail-
way, I am not in a position to discuss the
figures and special information of the hon.
member for Halifax, but I shall be able
at the proper time to show his statements
are altogether incorrect. 1t can only be
shown to be managed more economically,
when we have a precise statement of
the condition of the rolling stock, the
number of engines actively employed,
the numper built since the present Min-
ister assumed office, the present condition
of those locomotives, the number of cars
of all kinds for freight, with their condi-
tion. I am informed thata very large
proportion of the rolling stock is at this
moment in a most deplorable state.
and there is no doubt that, during this
very week in which we are meeting there
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have been a number of accidents to car-
riages conveying passengers, as well as
engines and freight cars which have
broken down upon the road. My convie-
tion is that, in order to present an ap-
pearance of economy, the stock has been
deliberately allowed to run down, and
that the road-bed is not in the condition
in which hon. gentlemen opposite found
it. My duty, Sir, as the late Minister of
Public Works, led me to enquire very
carefully into railroad management, and
I was satisfied, as every railroad manager
must be, that the first duty of a railroad
superintendent is to got his road-bed in
thorough condition, and then his rolling
stock in thorough condition. Everything
about the Intercolonial Railway was in
such a condition. At the time I left
office, there was no better equipped road
on the continent, no better road in amy
respect, and I venture to say mno better
managed road ; but as I said last Session,
if the hon. gentlemen could effect any
economy in the way of reducing salaries
and at the same time mantain its effi-
ciency, I should be delighted. I should be
delighted now. These remarks have
been forced upon me by the very extra-
ordinary course I complained of a mo-
ment ago in submitting cooked and par-
tial papers to one or two individuals in
this House to which other membersare
denied access. Now, Sir, about the state
of trade. The Speech from the Throne
informs us “that the effect of the Tariff of
last Session in the development of the
varied industries of the country. has on
the whole been very satisfactory.” Well,
in the first place, I have to complain that
such a paragraph should be here at all.
It has been usual to have the Speech from
the Throne written in an entirely non-
committal manner so that no member of
the House, no matter how small the min-
ority he represents, should be committed
by any statements in the Speech. We
are asked, however, to commit ourselves
to that statement, and I have to complain
of this statement that it is not true, andit is
impossible for us to allow ourselves to be
committed to a statement which we
believe to be wholly inaccurate. I be-
lieve, Sir, that, but for the bountiful har-
vest that Canada had during the
last season, and but for the de-
plorable accident of a serious deficiency in
the harvest in Great Britain and lreland,
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but for those accidental circumstances,
the state of Canada this winter would be
the most deplorable that was ever known.
There would have been no precedent tor
the distress which would have existed.
‘Why, Sir, even as it is, in this city, what
is the state of affairs? Almost every se-
cond house and shop is empty, and “To
Let” is found everywhere. It is admitted by
Government papersthatthereis an unusual
amount of distress in the city. I
know it is so in other cities, and we
are told to go to the soup-kitchen, to
rejoice in the fact that a Protec-
tionist Government is in power.
My hon. friend the Minister of Finance
will attend meetings of manufacturers and
their workingmen at comfortable places or
of temperance gatherings and weep
pathetically, as Job Trotter alone could
weep, for the miseries that existed before
he came into office, and afterwards rejoice
over his success in imparting renewed con-
fidence and in procuring more employment.
Now, Sir, I say there has not been more
employment procured. Isay that at this
moment there is a much larger degree of
distress than there was at the time the
late Administration went out of office. I
say that the state of trade over the coun-
try is infinitely worse than it was at that
time. We have the extraordinary fact
also that, while in 1878 the failures in
Canada showed as the amount of liabili-
ties $23,908,000, in the year just passed,
under hon. gentlemen opposite, the failures
have reached $29,347,000. Now these
failures represent manufacturers as well
as traders ; they represent all classes that
come under the Insolvency Laws. I
know, as a fact, that at least half the
manufacturers in the country have been
seriously injured by the policy of hon.
gentlemen opposite. We are called upon
to rejoice that the trade of the country
has, on the whole, been satisfactory, al-
though it is known that the hon. gentle
men imposed a taxation which should have
yielded for the State some $7,000,000 for
the year ; and he has now to confess
that he has actually received nothing
from the new duties except what is
represented by the burdens upon the
necessaries of life, breadstuffs and coal.
‘We are promised, I understand,—at least
the hon. member for Cape Bretom (Mr.
McLeod) announced during his election
campaign, that he had the authority of
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the Minister of Railways for stating—
that the coal duties would be recon-
sidered with a view to their increase ; and
we are told to-day by the hon. member
who moved the Address so well, that the
coal question should and must receive
consideration, and he is willing to have
the price of coal increased to his own city
of Halifax, as well as to us poor people in
Ontario, who must pay the duty upon
every ton of coal we consume. I say,
Sir, that the state of trade, instead of
having improved, has very much retro-
graded. I blame the hon. the Minister
of Finance for this, because he ob-
tained his position in St. John by
representing that there was to be mno
increase, but merely a readjustment
of the Customs duties. I congratulate
the hon. gentleman that he found so many
as forty-six persons to give him a dinner
under these circumstances. It must have
been very pleasing to him. The hon.
gentleman complained in his sneech there
that T had spoken of him as the lying
spirit sent forth to delude the people. I
referred to a well-known incident in an-
cient sacred history. There is just this
difficulty in the simile, however, that I
can nowhere find the representative of the
angel that sent him forth, angelic qualities
being scarce in that quarter. In another
address which the hon. gentleman made
in his own Province, he pointed out that
what was really to be looked to in New
Brunswick was the fact that it was be-
coming, or would become, a large manufac-
turing centre for the West. Manitoba
was to be filled up immediately; the waste
places in the Province of Ontario were
also to be filled up by an emigration
induced by the lberal policy of the
present Administration. New Brunswick
was to manufacture all the goods that
this vast population would require. I
venture to tell the hon. gentleman that
New Brunswick has no peculiar facilities
that I know of, for manufacturing pur-
poses, beyond other Provinces, and that it
is impossible for a large class of manufac-
turers to exist at all, except where there
are large cities and a large population
from which to draw the -class of workers
that are required. This has led to the
failure of several manufacturing indus-
tries in various parts of Ontario. It was
found impossible for one manufacturer to
live in the town of Windsor, because he
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was only able to procure the class of labour
he required from the city of Detroit ; and
80 it would be elsewhere. 1 have always
believed that the coal and iron of Nova
Scotia would come into active operation as
a large factor in the trade of the country at
no distant day. There these are elements
of manufacturing wealth, but there are no
of such elements in the hon. gentleman’s
Province. When the hon. gentleman led
the people to believe, as I presume he did,
that New Brunswick would furnish this
amount of manufactures to the west, he
was merely indulging in a figure of speech,
by which he, for the moment, got over a
very unpleasant situation, The hon.
gentleman showed a great deal of moral
courage, for which I give him credit, in
going to his Province at all after the
disasters he had brought to that Province,
in common with the rest of the Dominion.
I admit that the measure of the hon. gen-
tleman opposite of last Session has increas-
ed the wealth of certain individuals. I
have always maintained, T maintain now
—and I believe every political economist
who thinks at all and speaks the truth
must say the same thing——that no Gov-
ernment can create wealth, though any
Government can distribute wealth justly
or unjustly. The hon. gentleman has
succeeded in re-distributing wealth by his
legislation : he lias succeeded in putting a
million dollars into the hands of sugar
monopolists at the expense of the whole
country. He has succeeded in building
up a few vast monopolies by his enor-
mous duties which are now impos-
ing enormous taxation on all the rest
of the country. He has, in the matter
of India rubber manufactures, for
instance, and in some other cases,
compelled the people of the country to
pay largely increased prices for, I am
sorry to say, a very inferior article. In
some manufactures which he has stimu-
lated, he has by the measure we so strong-
ly deprecated last year, succeeded in
forcing the people to take what was un-
suitable at whatever prices the manu-
facturers thereof chose to impose. I
maintain that any policy which, for the
sake of employing a few hundred men, or
a little steamn power, any policy which de-
prives the people of the country of the
privilege of buying cheaply doss a great
injury to the country. I am glad that a

distinguished Canadian authority of the
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hon. gentleman’s ewn party took that
gronnd years ago. Sir Alexander 'Galt,
in a lecture in Toronto, pointed out that it
would be wutterly impossible for any
Government or Legislature %o build up a
system of manufactures in this country by
the imposition of high duties. What we
really want is an extended market. What
the late Administration did was to en-
courage manufactures by developing mar-
kets in foreign countries. Under the im-
pulse given by the exhibition we were able
to make in Sydney, in the first six months
after that exhibition was held a large
amount of goods were sent to the South
Seas. I venture to say that, under
the policy of hon. gentlemen opposite
which makes all these articles dearer, our
people will find that that market cannob.
be kept, and that the so-called protection
of our industries has resulted disastrously
to the manufacturers themselves. Hon.
gentlemen, over and over again, both
in the House and out of it, have de-
clared that the policy of the Govern-
ment was retaliation upon: the United
States. Within the last few days the
chief organ of the Government, alarm-
ed at the menaces thrown out in Wnited
States political circles, has endeavoured
to prove that that was not the case, that
the ’discrimination was rather the other
way. I need not remark upon the value
of any Csnadian demonstration represent-
ing 4,000,000 of people threatening a.
people of 48,000,000. Why, Sir, that
people are strong and powerful enough,
have sufficient variety of climate and
other advantages, to set your idle threats:
at defiance. Our policy should be to culti-,
vate peaceable relations and conditions of
trade which would be just to both countries;;
but for a small country to threaten a big
one is an act of supreme folly. That folly
ministers have been guilty of. I am not
at all surprised, but rather gratified, to
find that the chief organ of the Govern-
ment is endeavouring to show that there
was no retaliation against the United States.
in the tariff. Itrust that whateveris done
with our tariff during the present Session
there will be no boast by responsible Min-
isters—whose utterances must be taken
in foreign countries as official—that there
will be no utterances which would show
that they were determined to- destroy the
most profitable trade which. Canada has:
had in all her connections. There is one:
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point in reference to our trade that I
‘must advert to for a moment. We are
given to understand in the Speech, what
we have undersicod months ago in the
newspapers, that the Administration have
determined on appoinling a General
Agent in London. I did not credit that
myself at first, because the hon. gentle-
‘man at the head of the Governmeni
attacked the late Administration because
they appointed a General Agent. He
declared it was wholly unnecessary, and
objected to his continuance for even one
year; and I could not imagine that he had
so soon changed his ground. The late Ad-
ministration made arrangements whereby
financial matters should be attended to by

- Sir John Rose, and the attention of the

- Chief Emigration” Agent confined wholly

to his own department. I am not aware

that this arrangement has worked ill, or
that Sir John Rose has failed to attend to
the duties entrusted to him, nor has the
mover or seconder of the Address given
the reasons for this appointment. The
hon. gentleman who is to receive the ap-

pointment—Sir Alexander Galt—is a
gentleman of the highest standing in the

country,—a gentleman for whom I have

personally the greatest respect, although I
am not able to agree with him politically, I

am glad to find that the hon. gentleman

opposite and that gentleman have become
reconciled so thoroughly. It must have
been much more pleasant for the hon.
gentleman at the head of the Government
to be toasted by Sir Alexander Galt at
the late banquet in Ottawa as his * dis-
tinguished friend and leader,” than to be
designated here, as he was, as the Peck-
sniff of the House. I have no doubt that
the hon. gentleman will administer his
duties in such a manner as to reflect
credit on Canada. The only thing to be re-
gretted is that his sppointment and their
reconcilation took place at the same time,
The hon. gentleman who spoke last con-

gratulated the House in the course of his
remarks, on the result of the Argenteuil :
election ; and no doubt he and his friends |

have reason to rejoice over this small vic-
tory ;and I have personally, as well as

in a party sense,to regrei the absence of the |
late member for Argenteuil, who so long |

and so worthily, represented that county.
At the same time we, in other respect-s,
bave reason to congratulate ourselves on
this side of the House. The hon. gentle-
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man on the other side committed an in-
discretion from his own stand point in
going to Ontario last summer, immediate-
ly after the prorogation of Parliament,
and causing tke local elections in Ontario
to be conducted on protectionist prin-
ciples, as the Dominion elections in 1878
were conducted. Many of his own friends
were unwilling; but he succeeded in
carrying out this policy. The hon. the
Minister of Railways and the Minister of
Finance and the hon. the Minister of
Justice, I think,—the two former gentle-
men certainly,—were good enough to go to
the several constituencies in Ontario, and
lecture the people asjto their duty to
maintain protective views at the elections
and the gauntlet thus thrown down

was taken wup by the Reformers.
I was surprised to find the hon.
member for Hamilton here when

I came into the House to-day. The
hon. member for Hamilton (Mr. Robert-
son) is a man whose word is not to be
doubted, and, if the newspaper reporters
are right, he stated that if Mr. Mowat’s
candidates were elected it ;would be im-
possible for him to take his seat in the
House of Commons.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton): I
never said so.

Mr. MACKENZIE
ported.

Me. ROBERTSON
things are reported.

Mr. MACKENZIE : Perhaps in the
course of the Session we will come to
know who the bad reporters are. We
will find out what he did say. It was the
general report that such was the ground
taken by the member for Hamilton ; and
the Mowal candidate was sustained in
that city. Mr., Mowat’s Government was
sustained over the whole Province by a
majority of two to one. A decided verdict
was then rendered against the policy of
the present Administration by their own
shewing in matters of trade. They
selected the ground and that was the re-
sult. Hon. gentlemen cannot avoid
accepting the policy of their own leader,
Why not follow him loyally in this as in
all other matters ¥ He may hope before
the end of his Parliamentary term that he
will be able to reverse this verdict. ButI
am greatly deceived, if he does. I do not
propose to take up the time of the House
much longer upon the topics of the Speech,

: It was so re-

: A great many
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and the measures to be submitted to the
House. These measures, and particularly
that relating to matters of banking, will
receive from this side of the House the
consideration to which they are entitled,
apart from any political bias whatever ;
for these banking and currency matters
deeply affect all our great commercial in-
terests, indeed all interests. 'With regard
to the Pacific Railway policy I fear that
it will be impossible for us to coincide in
the views expressed in the Speech and
those of the hon. member for Halifax in
regard to the expenditure incurred in that
work. The first Pacific Railway Act
passed by hon. gentlemen opposite, and
subsequent enactments, declared the inten-
tion of the country to procsed, as fast as
the resources of the country will permit,
without increase of the existing rate of
taxation, with the construction of the work;
and all proposals, promises and negotia-
tions were subject to that limitation. A
resolution to that effect was proposed in
the House first by the late Sir Geo.
Cartier. It was successively enacted by
the two Administrations which followed,
and stands therefore as a parliamentary
declaration of policy. I cannot help look-
ing, with greatalarm, on the prospective
expenditure as being far beyond our re-
sources. I do not object to the complet-
ing of the operations, so far as to enable
emigrants from Lake Superior to proceed
to the tree prairies. This might be done
with comparatively small expense. It is
well known that the late Administration
aimed at two things: first, to build sec-
tions of the railroad where no other means
of conveyance could be had, and, in the
meantime, to utilise the water between
such points till the position of the country
would permit us to proceed further, but
building every section on the right line
for an all rail route. Hon. gentlemen
opposite affect to believe that the sale of
lands would defray all expenses of com-
pleting the railway. I differ wholly from
that opinion, and I enter a caveat against
the supposition that we are to commit
ourselves to the expenditure which is
foreshadowedin the Speech from the Throne
and in the remarks of hon. members
opposite in reference to it. We will be
prepared, on our part, to consider every-
thing that may be submitted, in a fair,
impartial, and just spirit, and in such a
spirit as may best conduce to the general
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benefit of the country ; but we will not
be deterred, though small in numbers,
from asserting what course should be
pursued, and what course the coun-
try demands to be pursued in refer-
ence to this and other public works
involving an expenditure on the coun-
try. Before sitting down I will say
a few words about the Ministerial
changes. The hon. gentleman at the
head of the Government will doubtless
give us information when the Address is
passed ; but I think it is a matter of
great interest to us to know how
Senator McPherson became a member of
the Administration and the presiding
officer of the other House—an office to
which be will no doubt impart weight and
dignity. He published two remarkable
pamphlets, containing a great deal that
was not true—in fact, very little that was
true; but there are certain very remark-
able statements in one of those
pamphlets about another matter. We
find that he condemned utterly and
wholly any expenditure on the Pacific
Railway ; and now he becomes a member
of the Administration which boasts of
this expenditure, both that which has
been already incurred and that which is
to be incurred in prospective years. I
hope he—or rather not he, but the hon.
gentleman at the head of the Government
—will be able to give us some satisfac-
tory reason for such a change of
policy on the part of the hon. Senator.
He wrote the pamphlets, he told the pub-
lic, not ag a politician at all ; though he
used very strong language for one not
wholly committed to any political party.
For a gentleman in that position his
language was exceedingly bitter and
vigorous, and would induce any stranger
to class him 28 an unscrupulous partisan.
I have no doubt he will be able—or the
hon. gentleman at the head of the Gov-
ernment will be able—to tell us whether
Mr. McPherson has understood that there
was to be an expenditure on the Pacific
Railway, or whether he is now willing to
agree to the expenditure so that he may
have a place in the Government. The
hon. gentleman opposite is to be congratu-
lated on killing a formidable foe in this
professed friend. He has performed the
operation very often; but we are very
glad to have the presence of a gentleman
in the Cabinet who goes even farther
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than we want as to economy in regard to
the Pacific Railway. Perhaps there is
some mistake in the Speechfrom the Throne
in reference to this subject—either the
Speech was prepared before the hon. Sena-
tor was sworn in, or he misunderstauds
it andreads it in the opposite direction from
that in which the hon. member for Halifax
readsit. It seems, however, somewhat sin-
gular that a gentleman so free from party
political bias could place himself in this
false position in regard to expenditure
upon the Pacific Railway. I will not
refer to the matter any further. Other
matters will develop themselves in the
course of the Session, and matters will
come up to bring this question fully before
the House. We shall be ready to take
our share of the public business, and criti-
cise fairly and impartially the measures
of the Government as they are presented,
while maintaining our own distinctive
views.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: 1
must congratulate not only the House
generally but the Opposition in particular,
on the cheerful, nay, facetious spirit in
which the hon. the Leader of the Opposi-
tion has opened the discussions of the
Session. He is resolved toe be merry
under all circumstances, although accord-
ing to the hon. gentleman the country is
ruined, although had it not been for an
interposition of special Providence, at
which he is inclined to sneer, the Dominion
would have been utterly ruined, still the
depression has not affected his spirits. He
has resolved, like a character in one of the
novels to which he has alluded, to be
merry under all circumstances. It turns
out that the hon. gentleman has been
reading novels. I did not at first under-
stand why he was so very hilarious, I
thought surely he must have given
up his Scottish sternness of character
nd adopted that of the light-heart-
ed hero of the story already so aptly
cited. The hon. gentleman complained of
the paucity of subjects in the Speech from
the Throne, but explained that he would
not have complained except for the fact
that, when we were in Opposition, we in-
sisted that every measure should be men-
tioned in the Speech. But that was a
Reform Administration and we wanted to
see if they had found anything to reform.
We, being old Conservatives, cannot be
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of reforms as the hon. gentleman did, and
with which he deluged the country for
five years; but it will be found before the
Session closes that the measures alluded
to in the Speech will fully occupy the
time of hon. members, and that, what
with the discussions on the banking
system, the currency in connection with
that system, Civil Service reform, the
Government Railway policy, and the
Tariff amendments, the usual time of the
Session will be exhausted. The hon. the
Leader of the Opposition has said there is
not much to object to in the Speech, ex-
cept that some of the statements are un-
true, There are differences of opinion on
that point. We have endeavoured, as
our custom is, to lay before Parliament,
through the Address, some idea of the
exact state of the country, and we believe
—indeed we know, and the country
knows that, instead of the state of depres-
sion in which the hon. gentleman left the
country, there has already commenced
within the short period of one year, a real
improvement, a real development, and T
believe that under that Providence at
which the hon. gentleman rather sneers,
this improvement will continue from year
to year so long as the present policy is
developed, until the country is restored to
the state of prosperity which it occupied
before 1873. The hon. gentleman has
spoken about the indecency of some re-
marks by my hon. friend who moved this
Address,

Mr. MACKENZIE: Not the in
decency of the remarks, but the indecency
of giving that gentleman documents which
are not furnished to myself or to other
members.

Sie JOHN A. MACDONALD : The
hon. gentleman knows perfectly well, if
he looks at the precedents in England,
that the mover and seconder of the Ad-
dress always are afforded the means, and
it is only just to have it,to justify the vari-
ous sentiments and propositions contained
in the Speech from the Throne. If the
hon. gentleman will read any one of the
speeches of the mover and seconder in
England, he will find both these gentle-
men are instructed by the Government of
the day so as to be able to speak with
some reason as to the various subjects
contained in the Address. The hon member
for Halifax (Mr. Richey) merely made

expected to come down with an avalanche | these statements in corroboration, and in
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support of the paragraphs in the Address
to which he alluded, and the hon. gentle-
man will find, when the papers are laid
before the House, that those statemnents

will be in every way corroborated
and  sustained. The hon. gentle-
man has spoken very strongly as

to the extravagant policy of the Gov.
ernment with respect to the Pacific Rail-
way, and he has quoted a resolution
moved by the late Sir George E. Cartier,
that the construction of that railway
should be proceeded with only so far as
the resources of the country would allow.
That was the policy of the former Gov-
ernment of which I was a member. That
was the policy which we carried out so long

as we were in power, and that policy was

only altered by the Government of the
hon. gentleman himself, when in the first
place, they decided to construct the whole
work, specially by the Government, and
pledged the Government, under the
arrangements made by Lord Carnarvon,
to proceed with the road and to finish a
great portion of it within a certain
number of years. That was the policy
of the hon. gentleman’s Government.
‘Without any reference to our resources,
without any reference to consequent
taxation, without any reference to the
burdens that would be cast upon the
people by that arrangement, he pledged
the Government, as a Government, %o
complere that road, to spend two millions
a year, I think it was, in British
Columbia, and to finish the whole road
from Lake Superior by 1890—in nineteen
years—and yet the hon. gentleman now
says that we have adopted an extravagant
policy and we are pushing the road too
vigorously. Why, we are finishing the
voad commenced rather ineffectually by
. the hon. gentleman himself from Lake
Superior to Red River. Surely he does
not object to that. 'We have also given
out contracts to complete 127 miles of
road in British Columbia, based on the
hon. gentleman’s own advertisement for
contracts. Was the hon. gentleman sin-
cere when he advertised and called for
tenders to build 127 miles of railroad on
the Frazer River, or was he not? Was
it merely to affect the elections in British
Columbia? We must suppose that the
hon. gentleman intended to build this 127
miles at the western extremity of the
Pacific road. We are carrying out his
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own contracts between Lake SBuperior and
Red River. I do not think the hon.
gentleman will object—at least the Globe,
his organ, or the organ of the Opposition,
does not object—to building cheap rail-
ways across the prairies, to meet the
rapid rush of emigrants into our North-
‘West. That is the policy of the Govern-
ment, and I do not see that we are in any
way open to the charge of extravagance or
extra vigour, made by the hon. gentle-
man in his speech just now. The hon.
gentleman has objected to the manage-
ment of the North-West and the 1nranage-
ment of the Indians by the present Ad-
ministration.  Sir, the policy of the
late Government we have found to be
very imperfect, perhaps they are not very
much to blame for that, because this
country is an enormous country, and new
questions are arising every moment. A
great proportion of the arrangements to
be made were experimental. I admit
that the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) had a vast and unexplored region
placed under his charge, and a new sub-
ject to enter upon when he took up the
administration of affairs there. But I
will say distinctly, that, whatever changes
we have made in that country have been
improvements which experience has shown
should be made, upon the system of ad-
ministration that was found when we
assumed the Government. But the hon.
gentleman says that we sent improper
agents up there. I am not aware that
we gent improper agents. There was one
man named Gow sent up there who was
appointed by mistake, and the moment
the mistake was discovered it was recti-
fied, and the person was discharged. With
reference to every other man that has
been appointed since the present Govern-
ment came into power, I am not aware
that any charge against their efficiency or
their propriety can be made. The hon.
gentleman says that he does not know
what has become of Gow now., I do not
know where he is, nor in what part of
the North-West he may be—perhaps liv-
ing under the same roof as Mr. Nixon or
Dr. Hagarty, or some other gentleman
appointed by the hon. gentleman opposite,
but at all events, the moment the error
was found out it was rectified, and the
person was removed.

Mr. MILLS : Is Dr. Hagarty still in
the service ?
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : Yes, ; find that, whether it be with reference to

he is still in the service. The hon. mem-
ber for Lambton (Mr. Mackenzie) has
denied that there has been a large emi-
gration into that country. He has said
that Canada has been depleted by an
emigration to the United States, and has
pooh-poohed the idea, that there has been
a considerable influx from the United
States into that country. I can assure
the hon. gentleman that he is mistaken,
that there is a real and substantial flow of
population towards the North from the
United States. I can assure the hon.
gentleman that there has also been a
large flow of emigrants from England,
Ireland, and Scotland. The hon. gentle-
man says it is not a matter of congratu-
lation at all, that there is an emigration
from the older Provinces of the
Dominion. I do not agree with him.
Every step taken by a farmer from On-
tario or from Quebec, or any of the
other Provinces which is at all likely to
improve his condition is a matter of con-
gratulation. Those men who have gone
from Ontario, principally to the North-
West, are the best settlers that can be
found for a new country. They are
accustomed to the system of farming in
Ontario. They do not come from the
old country, quite inexperienced and
unused to our mode of agriculture. They
go there ready at once to prosper, bring-
ing all their skill and all their experience
with them that they have learned in
Ontario. And their places can be well
filled. Their improved farms and build-
ings can be sold, and will be sold, and
will be eagerly sought for by emigrants
coming from the old country, who are
not so capable of encountering the hard-
ships of a prairie life as the people from
Ontario, and who find in a cleared and
improved farm a state of things very
nearly like that of agriculture in the
country which they left. I think that

the whole movement of population
into th?.t country, from whatever
8source 1t comes, is a matter upon

which to congratulate ourselves. The
hon. gentleman charges us with hav-
Ing passed land laws which have been the
means of stopping the flow of emigrants
Into that country. When the question
comes up for discussion in this House, I
shall be only too glad to enter fully into
that subject, and the hon. gentleman will

the original regulations or to any amend-
ments of the regulations, they were pre-
pared and acted upon with every desire to
improve the position of the country and
at the same time to generate the fund
which would enable the Government of
Canada to build the Pacitic Railway and
to carry out its engagements, without
laying undue burdens upon the shoulders
of the people. The hon. gentleman says
he has always opposed the idea of building
the railway or settling the country by
means of putting a price upon the land.
But, if I remember aright, in days of old,
a gentleman not now in this House, Mr.
Young, moved that the railway should be
built out of the proceeds of the sales of
land in that country, and the hon. mem-
ber for Lambton supported and voted for
that motion. And, if I am not very much
mistaken, the hon. gentleman, when he
laid out the line of the railway running
from Selkirk by the northern route speci-
ally reserved tracts of land on both sides
ot the line and withdrew them from
settloment for the purpose of furnish-
gin the means to build the railway.
The hon. gentleman has declared that the
country is still suffering and is in a state
of distress. He quotes the number of
failures that occurred last year as compared
with previous years. The action of this
House and the general opinion in the
country was pronounced against the cone
tinuance of the Insolvency Law, so that
every man who wag aware that he could
not pay twenty shillings in the pound,
every man who was aware that during
the five or six years of depression that
have unfortunately existed he was unable
to meet his engagements in full, has taken
advantage of the law before it was re-
pealed in order to make a new start. If
that had not been the conviction in the
country, I think that the large propor-
tion of bankrupteies would not have ex-
isted. The hon. gentleman rather objects
to the appointment of Sir Alexander
Galt as our representative in Emngland.
Well, I think the objection is not well
founded. This country, as the Speech
says, is rapidly developing. We know
that negotiations are about to ge on be-
tween Great Britain and various European
countries, especially France and Spain,
and perhaps Austria, and it is of great
importance that we should have someone
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on the spot to watch these negotiations.
The hon. gentleman knows well from the
experience he has had in the Govern-
ment that itis impossible by correspon-
‘dence to secure that watchfulness which
is pecessary to guard our interests in
matters of this kind.

Mgr. MACKENZIE : Is he to have
plenary power ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: No, we
won't providethathis decision is to be final.
The hon. gentleman says that we objected
very much to the appointment of Mr.
Jenkins. We objected for several rea-
song. In the first place as Agent-
General he was merely to look after the
emigration interest, as I understood at
that time; certainly no other powers were
specified here in the House, or in any
resolution or step taken by the Govern-
ment opposite. He was merely what Mr.
Annand is mow, a general agent. We
objected to the increase of salary; and we
objected especially to the selection of Mr.
Jenking,—a most estimable person in
every way, but who was the last who
ought to have been chosen for the post,—
because he had placed himself in personal
hostility to the Government of the day in
England, and the agent of the Canadian
Government should be a greater persona,
a person acceptable to the Government of
the day with whom he has every-day
transactions. The hon. gentleman is in a
very facetious mood notwithstanding the
depression that extsts in the country ; and
one reason, perhaps, why he is so happy is
the success of his friends at the local elec-
tions in Ontario. He says that the Local
Government was sustuined by two to one,
‘Well, it cannot be in consequence of any
reaction against the National Policy that
Mr. Mowat obtained his majority, because
we have had a great number of elections
for this House; we have had eight or nine
or more for this House. The Govern-
ment have not lost one seat tkat they
held before, and they have won three that
they had not at the time of the General
Election.

Mzr. MACKENZIE : Where are they
—in Ontario?

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD : The
hon. gentleman evidently thought of no
other Province, he always considers that
the Dominion and Ontario are the same
thing. Itis quite clear that there is no
re-action on the National Policy. We
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have had some elections in Ontario, and
we have held our own there—we have
not lost one, and we have gained three in
the Dominion. We know that wherever
there is a commercial depression it takes
a political direction, and the hon. gentle-
man found, and complained when he was
in the Government, that the failure of the
crops and everything else was put upon
the Government. But every Government
must suffer from that. Wherever there
is any discontent it takes a political direc-
tion and the Government of the day suf-
fers. If there was a feeling that this
country was suffering from the continu-
ance of the National Policy, if there was
a re-action against the Nationol Policy,
surely in some one of these constituencies
there would have been an assertion of
that fact, an evidence of the re-action by
the defeat of the supporter ot the Na-
tional Policy. What, then, are we to
consider was the cause ot Mr. Mowat’s
success | The cause is this : the people of
Ontario knew that the National Policy
was safe in our hands and that they
might safely act with regard to local
affairs as they pleased. It is idle, it is
folly, to suppose that there is a re-action
in the country against the National
Policy. I think every candid man will
admit that the country is rising,slowly per-
baps, but certainly, from the Slough of
Despond into which it has sunk for the
last five years. At the end of another
year we will see that the policy which has
now proved so efficient in its commence-
ment will have developed greater strength
and vigour.

It being six o’clock the Speaker left the
Chair.

After Recess.

Mgz. BUNSTER : I do not agree with
some hon. gentlemen who have said the
Address before us goes too far in certain
respects, as, I think it does not gofar
enough. Iam grieved that the Govern-
ment have not devoted more consideration
to the Pacific Province. The country
agreed to build a railroad from Nanaimo
to Esquimault, and, at the beginning, the
British Columbia Government reserved
twenty miles of land on each side of the
route. They complied with their obliga-
tion, much to the detriment of the Van-
couver Island population, as settlement
I am
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really astonished, therefore, that the Cana-
dian Government has not considered that
Island road, and given the contract for it
the same as for the mainland road. Ttis
more desirable that the Island road should
be built, in consequence of Vancouver Is-
land having the larger population, and
more capital and trade to support
a road at present. We have on
the Island sufficient trade -and com-
merce to keep a road running and
paying from the start in exporting coal
and carrying passengers and farm produce.
I for one feel very much hurt that the
Island road has been ignoredin the Ad-
dress, and I hope that this Government
will not neglect it, but that, before Par-
liament meets again, they will have put
it under contract. The late Dominion
Government accepted the Carnarvon
terms, and promised to expend two mil-
lions a year on the Island Road from
Nanaimo to Esquimault ; but so far there
hag not been a dollar spent on it. This
is a strange state of things. Where
they found it would be a magnificent
route, the surveyors were instructed to
abandon it. There is no finer country in
the world than the Island for a railroad.
Hence, its neglect is a great injustice
to this portion of the Province. I
will now read the following resolu-
tions of the British Columbia Board of
Trade on the ‘subject of the Esquimault-
Nanaimo Railway :—

_“1. Whereas, by the terms of the Confedera-
tion between the Dominien of Canada and
British Columbia, ratified by Her Majesty on
the 16th May, 1871, the Dominion of Canada
agreed to commence the construction of a rail-
way {rot_n the Pacific towards the Rocky Moun-
tains within two years from the date of the
Union,

““ 2. And Whereas, in furtherance of the said
agreement the Dominion Government on the
7th day of June, 1873, fixed the terminus of the
‘Canadian Pacific Railway at Esquimalt, and
applied for and obtained from the British
Celurbian Government, the reservation of a
20-mile belt of land along the eastern coast of
Vancouver Island for railway purposes.

“8. And Whereas, the Dominion Govern-
ment have claimed that a commencement of
railway comstruction was made at Esquimalt
m:h;; :r:lseoftelrﬁi :xf. two years agreed upon in

‘“4. And Whereas, in the followin, s
May, 1874, the Dominion Govéinmelﬁ:?moszg
1ts agent, Mr. Edgar, proposed to the (Govern-
ment of British Columbia ‘to proceed with the
construction from Esquimalt to Nanaimo im-
mediately,” and “to push that portion of the
Railway on to completion with the utmost

18, 1880.] Address. 27

vigour and in the shortest practicable time,’
coupled, however, with conditions relating to.
the mainland portion of the railway, which
were not entertained by Government of
British Columbia, as they conflicted with the
terms of Union, and postponed indefinitely the
consolidation of British Igerth America, which
was the primary object of Confederation,

‘5. And Whereas, in consequence, serious
difterences arose between the Dominion of
Canada and British Columbia, which were
referred to Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for
the Colonies, the Earl of Carnarvon,

6. And Whereas, after protracted negnti-
ations, the conditions contained in the despatch
of Lord Carnarvon of the 17th November, 1874,
to the Governor-General of Canada, were
accepted as a settlement by the Governments
of the Dominion and of British Columbia, the
first condition being °‘that the section of the
railway from Esquimalt to Nanaimo shall be
commenced as soon as possible, and completed
with all practicable dispatch,’

7. And Whereas, the Privy Council of the
Dominion of Canada, on the 25th of March,
1875, decided that ® prier to the commencement

-of any work of construction on the proposed

railway from Esquimalt to Nanaimo, the Pro-
vince of British Columbia should convey by
legislation te the Dominion Government a
20-mile belt of land along the line of railwai
between Esquimault and Nanaimo,” whic
demand upon British Columbia was immedi
ately complied with, by the Legislative Assem-
bly of the Province passing an Act, 22nd April,
1875, No. 13, entitled : * An Act to aushorize
the grant of certain public lands to the Govern-
ment of the Dominion of Canada for railway
purposes,’

8. And Whereas, on the 5th March, 1875,
the Dominion House ef Commons in Committee
of Supply appropriated $6,250,000 for the
Pacific Railway, part of which appropriation
was expended in the purchase of steel rails for
the railway between uimalt and Nanaimo,
and the rails were accordingly purchased and
conveyed to Esquimalt and Nanaimo ready for
use,

9, And Whereas, in the year 1874-5, a con-
struction survey was made of the line between
Esquimalt and Nanaimo,

€ 10. And Whereas, no furthsr action havin,
been taken towards the construction of the sai
line, a feeling of intense and widespread dis-
satisfaction with the Dominion of Canada was
created in the Province which resulted in 1878
in the election of a Provincial Legislature—the
majority of the members of which were pledged
to insist upon the Dominion carrying out the
¢ Carnarvon Settlement ’ or separatios.

“11. And Whereas, ofticial assurances were
given the Legislatire of British Columbia
when last in session, that ¢ before the close of
that year actual railway construetion would be
commenced in this Province,” and the British
Columbia Legislature aceepting these assur.
ances in full belief that the Carnarvon Settle-
ment would be be carried out, adjourned with-
out taking any action hostile to the Dominion
interests on the Pacific,

“12. And Whereas, sinee the adjournment,
the Dominion Government has confirmed the
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selection of Esquimalt as the terminus of
the Canadian Pacific Railway—definitely locat-
ed the line upon the mainland via Fraser
River, and called for tenders for a por-
tion of the railway in the interior of the
Province, but so far as known has not taken
any steps to proceed with the construction of
the railway between Esquimalt and Nanaimo,
to which for 30 many years and in so many
ways it stands pledged and committed,

““13. And Whereas, good faith and a con-
tinuance of satisfactory relations with the Pro-
vinee require a speedy, active commencement
of the railway between Esquimalt and Nanaimo,
the conmstruction eof which is of vital im-
portance to the development of the resources
of the Vancouver Island portion of British
Columbia, which contains more than half the
population of the Province, and contributes a
very large proportien of the revenue paid by
said Province to the Dominion,

‘“ Be it therefore resolved, that Sir Jehn A.
Macdonald, M.P., Hon. Amor DeCosmos,
M.P., Hon. A. Bunster, M.P., and Senator
Macdonald, as members in the Dominion
House of Commons and Senate of Canada for
Victoria City and Vancouver Island, be and are
hereby instructed to urge and impress upon the
Dominion Government the necessity of making
such provision this Session of Parliament as
will secure, ¢his summer, the prosecution of this
most important work.”

Coming to another very important ques-
tion as regards British Columbia, I hold in
my hand resolutions from the Workmen's
Association of that Province, praying the
Government for the insertion of aclause in
the Railway contract prohibiting the em-
ployment of Chinese labourin the con-
struction of the Canadian Pacific Rail-

way. This exclusion is desirable for
various reasons, The Chinese, as a
rule hoard their money and send

it to China; hence its scarcity to some
extent in the Pacific Province and
Canada generally. We have no idea of
th+ magnitude of the evil befalling and
certain to befall us in consequence of the
importation of these people. They will

swarm the whole country along the line
"state of things before very long. The

of the road as contractors will employ
the cheapest labour. White labourers,
English, Irish and Scotch, would settle
along the road and add to the revenue and
prosperity of the country. Chinese would
contribute nothing, except rice were taxed
more heavily. Last year, I asked the

Government to impose on it ten cents per
1b., and opium ten dollars per lb. with that

object. The present tax is nothing,
and we will have to struggle before very
long to protect our own race against four
hundred and eighty millions of Chinamen,

Mz. BunsTER.
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who can send fifty millions to swarm
us out, an operation already commenc-
ing, perhaps. Are we to protect a race
that has no respeet for our laws, re-
ligion or institutions, and does not contri-
bute to our revenue, but robs usin various
ways, while guilty of practices not to be de-
scribed? I hope the Government will, before
we meet again, watching over the interests
of the Dominion, pass orders preventing
the immrigration of the Chinese. In Cali-
fornia they nearly had a civil war on
their account. The people of British
Columbia have not been visited by any
Minister lately, but would like to see one
or two of these gentlemen out there in
order that they may be able to see for
themselves, and report the result of their
observations to their colleagues. There
has not been a visit to the Province from
any responsible authority since the Pacific
Province entered the Union, excepting in
1871, when the present Minister of Public
Works (Mr. Langevin) paid his official
visit, and much good, certainly, had re-
sulted therefrom. We should like to see
him again, and, with him, the senior mem-
ber for Victoria (Sir John A.Macdonald). I
would guaranteethemareception that would
be worthy of the country and of its distin-
guished visitors, While on this subject, I
desire to congratulate the Dominion on
the honours recently conferred by Her
Majesty on some of its leading statesmen.
British Columbia is especially proud that
the greatest honour ever conferred a colo-
nial statesman has been accorded to her
senior representative, the present Prime
Minister, who, in August last, was made

!a member of Her Majesty’s Imperial

Privy Council. 'We also feel proud of the

' honours to the Minister of Railways,

though I must say he has scarcely done

us full justice im the matter of the
railway, but we hope for a better

"member for Lambton (Mr. Macken-
zie) said he was sorry money had been
invested in the Pacific Province. Neither
himself nor his colleagues ever visited it,
though they sent out agents to buy a
Province that was not in the market.
We are not to be bought. We merely
_want our rights. I also desire to con-
' gratulate the Minister of Finance on being
knighted—an honour he has fully merited
by a long life of usefulness and honour.
| But while congratulating these gentlemen
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on their newly acquired honours, 1 cannot
but express surprise that the important
services of another hon. gentleman, the
Hon. Mr. Langevin— one of the Fathers
of Confederation and a colonial statesman
of well approved reputation—should have
been passed over in the recommendation
for Imperial honours, This could not
but be an oversight which ought to be
rectified at the earliest moment. I take
especial interest in this matter as Mr
Langevin had been closely identified
from the start with British Columbia
interests, and has been extremely desir-
ous of helping the Province in_ every
way in his power. His report on British
Columbia was a recognised authority on
all subjects relating to the Province, and
had been the means of furnishing im-
portant information to the outside world,
he was deserving of K. C. M. G., perhaps
more so than some of those who got
it. I cousider an injustice has been
done that hon. gentleman ; but as I said
before, I hope the wrong will be made
right before many weeks are over.

Mg. DeCOSMOS : Before this Address
in Reply is adopted, I feel it to be my
duty to call the attention of the House to
one matter mentioned in the Speech from
the Throne. I would not do so if T could
reasonably avoid it; but I am naturally
expected by my constituents to express

their views, with the object of assisting .
~gelection.

the Government in arriving at such a con-
clusion as will meet their wishes. The
point in this Address that most affects
the people of British Columbia is that
with respect to the Pacific Railway. I
am glad that the Government has at last
decided upon a route on the west coast ;
but the Speech from the Throne and the
Reply carry a very singular sentence, as
follows :

* We thank His Excellency for informing us
that after an exploratory survey of the line
from Port Simgson to the Pine River Pass and
through the Peace River country, it has been
decided to adopt the location of the line to
Burrard Inlet.”

Now, one would conslude from that
section of a sentence that, as & result of
the explorations from Port Simpson and
through the Pine River Pass, a decision
had been arrived at by this Government

to adopt the Burrard Inlet route; but a |
more careful examination of the sentence
It would ap- |

does not convey that idea.

| Scripture :
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pear that the line to Burrard Inlet is one
adopted without any or full informa-
tion with respect to the explorations by
the parties sent out last year. In other
words, so far as T can find facts to sup-
port me in drawing a conclusion, delay in
the commencement of the railway in
British Columbia was the main point to
be attained by sending eut exploration
parties, and that, consequently, the
Government has delayed the commence-
ment of the construction of the railway
in British Columbia for a year or more.
If the Government has, without any in-
formation from the exploring parties that
would warrant them in making the
decision in favor of the Burrard Inlet
line, decided upon it, I naturally conclude
that it can only be for the purpose of
delay that the exploratory parties were
sent out. I go further: I find that no
reason has been given why this route
has been adopted by the Government.
It is something like what we read of in
‘“There shall be two in the
field; the one shall be taken and the other
left ;* and, I may add, no reason given.
There were two routes in the field or
before the country, and one has been
adovted and the other not, and no reason
given for its adoption. I presume that,
hereafter, when the question comes up
specially, we may get some information as
to the why and the wherefore of this
We have the route selected,
but I am not aware that we have any
guarantee, judging from the past, that
any more work will be done upon it than
the completion of the contract between
Emory’s Bar and Savona’s Ferry. We
are told further on in this Address that
it will secure a connection by steam to-
the capital of British Columbia. I would
much prefer, if I could state that the dis-
trict of Kamloops, in the language of the
Speech from the Throne, is a  fertile dis-
trict ;7 that it is an extensive fertile dis-
trict ; but, so far as my knowledge and
judgment goes, the words, “the fertile
district of Kamloops” convey a false im-
pression to the House and country. The
total number of farmers and stock-raisers
in the Kamloops electoral district, as evi-
denced by the voters’ list, is only abeut
69 ; the total voters’ list is only about
126.  The contiguous districts may be in-
cluded under the head of this district; but,.
if they are, it would make this district.
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extend to 100 odd miles in various
directions. I believe the contractors will
do their best to fulfil the conditions of the
contract for building the road, and that
the Government will urge them vigor-
ously to secure its completion. But,
representing the feeling of British Colum-
bia in the section in which I live, I must
state that there is a very strong opinion,
indeed, that the Government has not
acted wisely in giving foreigners the cou-
tract for the construction of the road.
The feeling is that this action is hardly in
accordance with the National Policy
designed to protect our own people. Any
profits made by them will pass out of the
Dominion to the United States and
China. It is also believed that those for-
eigners will derive further benefits from
the road by influencing their employés to
purchase their supplies from certain
traders, and thus get a trade monopoly,
and under the circumstances, the general
trade of the country will not be bene-
fitted. I believe the wisest course would
have been to have given the contracts to
our own people, so that if any profit
arose directly to the contractors, it
would have remained in the country.
The npext point in connection with the
selection of this section is that the river
has been frozen over for eighty miles up
thus preventing any approach to Emory’s
Bar. For one month and over no steam-
boat has left Westminster and reached
Yale. I was frozen up sometime in the
month of December, and the last news-
pupers I have received do not show that
any steamer had reached Yale. The
highest they could reach was about
forty miles from Emory’s Bar. Our
people fully expected that the Government
would do something iowards the construc-
tion of that portion of the Canadian Pa-
cific Railway between Esquimalt and
Nanaimo. It was competent under the
vote of the House for the Government to
have put under contract sixty miles of
that road, but it appears that the Govern-
ment, for reasons which, I hope, they will
be able satisfactorily to explain, did not
place sufficient weight on the agreement
made between British Columbia, Great
Britain and Canada to indnce them
to do so. In 1872 I asked the
present Minister of Public Works
whether, if the Government selected
the route by way of Burrard Inlet

Mgr. DeCosmos.
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and Fraser River, they would build the
line between Esquimalt and Nanaimo
and consider it as an integral part of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. That hon.
gentleman rose in his place and stated
distinctly, on behalf of the Government as
well as for himself, that it would be so
considered and done. In 1873, the Gov-
ernment Jead by Sir John A. Mac-
donald sent to our Province an Order-in-
Council asking that we would reserve a
twenty mile belt of land from Esqui-
malt to Seymour Narrows. That was
done, and the reserve has been continued
from that day to this. At the same time,
Sir John A. Macdonald sent out an Order-
in-Council declaring Esquimalt the ter-
minus. A further Order came also to the
Chief Engineer in charge, instructing him
to break ground for the Pacific Railway.
That was done at Esquimalt when I and
some others were present. A change of
Government took place, and, in the
autumn of 1874, the hon. gentleman
who now leads the Opposition agreed
wwith Great Britain and British Columbia
that a road should be constructed between
Esquimalt and Nanaimo, and that, as
soon as possible afterwards, $2,000,000 a
year should be expended on the construc-
tion of the road .on the main-land. I be-
lieve the hon. gentleman was in earnest
and honestly determined to build that
section of the road. He sent rails there.
He sent surveyors there, and passed a Bill
through the Fouse, and it was only thrown
out through a coalition of Conservatives
with some of the Liberal party in the
Upper House.

Mr. HOLTON: And some British
Columbians.

Mz. DECOSMOS: There may possinly
have been one—at least only one that I
am aware of—the Hon. Mr. Cornwall, and
possibly not him. I am satisfied that the
Hon. Mr. Macdonald was not one of those
who voted for it, and I do not think the
late Senator Carroll voted with the coali-
tion. The leader of the Opposition not
having control of that body, as the
Conservative party has, he was to that
extent excused for not pushing that
work on. Now the leader of the Govern-
ment was elected in Victoria. It had
been stated broadcast that he had made
pledges to the people of Victoria before
he was elected that he would build the
road, and that he would do this and that.
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Allow me to state on the floor of this
House that he gave no pledges whatever.
He commanded the sympathies' of the
people who elected him. Believing that
a man of his large experience and in-
fluence ought to be in the Parliament of
Oanada. I for one voted for and sup-
ported him. But, Sir, we all felt and ex-
pected that the right hon. gentleman and
his colleagues would carry out that policy
which they had initated when in office be-
fore ; but I do not find anything in ?he
Speech which warrants me in expecting
that their policy of 1873 will be carried
out. I recollect that, in a speech made
by the hon. gentleman, not long ago at a
banquet, he said he was elected without
any pledge, and that, with God’s help, he
would meet the expectations of his con-
stituents. I sincerely hope that declara-
tion may be fulfilled, and it is
for that object, that I draw his atten-
tion and the attention of his Ministers
to his former policy, and with a view to
taking action during this present Session
that I raise this question. Without a
railway running through Vaneouver Island
the interests of the people of that Island
would be beiter served if they had joined
the United States. Without such a rail-
way, their interests are distinctly with the
neighbouring republic. But, their sym-
pathies being English, they preferred to
sacrifice to a large extent their present
pecuniary interests with the object of
making the Confederation of Canada a
reality, I hope that this Government
will not pursue such a course as will keep
up the irritation that now exists, an irri-
tation that has only been partly allayed
by the giving out of the contract for the
Emory’s Bar Section. The Legislature of
our Province has not met for 1880, but I
fully believe that, when that Legislature
shallhave met and the question of rail-
ways shall have come before it, it will
again ask and insist that the agreement
already made for the construction of the
Esquimault and Nanaimo Section shall be
carried out. If that arrangement is not
carried out by this Government, I believe
they will carry their appeals again else-
where, and ask the aid of the Imperial
Government to induce, if possible, the
Government of Canada to carry out the
agreement of 1874. I believe I have said
enough to show the expectation of the
people of Vancouver’s Island, and I am of
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opinion that none of the mainland con-
stituencies would object to seeing that car-
ried out. The members of the I.ocal
Legislature consider the Government of
Canada should by all means build the road
between Esquimalt and Nanaimo. The
Board of Trade of British Columbia has
recently forwarded here a certain pre-
amble and reselutions in which they ask
that thebargain madeshould be carried out.
That board is not constituted of a class that
is likely to be carried away by merefeeling;
but, after duly considering all the bearings
of the case, they have sent a circular here
that I believe many members of this House
have received. The fact that the Local
Legislature is backed up by a body so in-
fluential, having most of the bankers and
merchants in connection with it, ought to
carry such weight at least as to induce this
Government to take the matter imto con-
sideration and obtain a vote of this House
for the building of the Esquimalt and
Nanaimo line.

Mzr. BLAKE: I do not rise to join in
the general debate, but there are two
matters referred to in the Address to
which it may be useful to direct the at-

: tention of the House for a few moments.

The first is the proposal for the appoint-
ment of a representative of Canada resi-
dent in London. The Address states that
“The increasing foreign trade of Canada
and the prospect that Her Majesty’s
Government will enter ere long into ne-
gotiations with foreign nations on the
subject of their trade and commercial re-
lations, demand our closest attention and
watchfulness.”  This is the primary rea-
son given for the appointment of a resi-
dent representative. ~The second reason
is apparently of a domestic character.
The Address proceeds to state that ¢ the
rapid development of the Dominion is
continually giving rise to important mat-
ters requiring the support and action of
the Imperial Government.” With re-
ference to these two reasons for the
appointment of a resident representative
I have to say that, while I quite agree in
the extreme importance of paying the
utmost attention to the development of
our foreign trade, I cannot reconcile
with the true inwardness of the proteetive
and restrictive policy adopted by the Gov-
ernment, any sincere effort of theirs to-
ward the development of our foreign trade.
Trade is exchange; and, if you want other
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people to take your commodities, you
must be willing to take theirs; and,
whilst you establish, support and main-
tain, ag a part of the general permanent
policy of the country, a system of obstruc-
tion and restriction as to the importation
of those commodities which other people
have to give you, it is a farce to talk of
exterding your foreign trade. Tt is,
therefore, curious that, at the very mo-
ment at which the Government is engaged
in the pursuit and improvement, as they
say, of a policy obstructive to foreign
trade, they should propound to us this
other policy. As to the internal or
domestic reasons which render it necessary
that we should continually solicit the
action and support of the Imperial Gov-
ernment I [do not find it easy to con-
jecture what these are; the only one
which occurs to me at the nloment is
the proposed guarantee, or othcr material
aid towards the construction ¢t the Paci-
fic Railway. With a very considerable
flourish of trumpets, it was announced, as
a part of the policy of the Government,
that the construction of this road should
be presented to the eyes of the English
people as an Imperial and National work
to which it was their duty and interest to
contribute, and the Government was at
its own instance, directed and authorised
during the late Session, to take measures
to procure material aid from the Imperial
Government. No doubt, Sir, that busi-
ness has been accomplished as successfully
as the other affairs which have engaged
their attention, to which they have given
some degree of publicity, but it is one of
their good deeds of which we have heard
nothing. Neither in the Speech from the
Throne, nor in any other way has the
result of the English mission been an-
nounced to us. Is the complete success
upon this subject reserved for the present
to be administered to us asa boune bouche
at some more critical period of the Ses-
sion, or is this in truth the important
concern in which Canada still requires
support, and which makes it necessary
that we shonld have an agent at the
doors of the Imperial Government, in
order that the solicitations neces-
sary to success may be made with
that importunity —which experience
has proved to be requsite ¥ Per
haps after all, the importunities of last
summer have not been successful, and we
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are now to reiterate these importunities
through a special representative. I have
more than once stated my opinion of Sir
Alexander (alt, who needs no eulogy
from any member of this House. But,
although he may become the Agent of
the Canadian Government in London,
still, to become the colleague of gentle-
men opposite, led as they are, would have
been for him impossible. We have his
views 80 late as- September, 1875, when
her wote thus :—

T continue to belong to that section of the
so-called Conservative party which regretfully
acquiesced in the condemnation pmeﬁy the
country upon the late Administration, and I
cannot blame those members of our party who
found it their duty to sustain Mr. Mackenzie’s
efforts to carry on the Government, which he
would have been utterly unable to do if depend-
ent only on the support of hisimmediate politi-
cal friends. The exigency of the hour necessi~
tated a breach in the former party, and had I
then been in Parliament Mr. Mackenzie wounld
have received from me all needful support.
This necessity bas now passed away, and the
Administration must henceforth be judged on
its own merits, and not supported from any
alleged fear that their resignation would abso-
lutely restore Sir John A. Macdonald to power.
My conviction in reference to this latter con-
tingency is, that notwithstanding the great and
acknowledged public service of that gentleman,
it is impossible to ignore the circumstances that:
led to his defeat. regard his election as a
regular leader of the Opposition in Parliament,
a8 a grave mistake, which tends to perpetuate
the breach in the party, and must ultimately
lead either to the formation of new party lines
or to the final adherence of many of our friends.
to the so-called Liberal ranks.”

Men may alter their political opinions ;
convictions may change on measures, and
on policy : new light may dawn on vari-
ous questions of expediency, under the in-
fluence of reason and full discussion ; but,
upon a question of this kind which had
been discussed for years—not a political
but a moral question—the judgment of a
gentleman deliberately expressed, in lan-
guage all the weightier for its temperate
firmness is obviously irrevocable, and it
was therefore qaite impossible that he
could have become the colleague of the
gentleman who leads the government.
But, of course, while he could not aet with,
he may properly act under him ; while he
would not be a principal, he may right-
fully be an agent or a representative.
But perhaps even in the capacity of a re-
presentative, endeavouring to secure the
assistance of the Imperial Government in
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constructing the Pacific Railway, although
not absolutely bound, he may yet be
somewhat embarrassed by his own re-
corded views upon that subject. To find
them, it is not needful to go beyond
the limits of the letter from which
I have just quoted. He continues thus:

¢ T entirely adopt the views enunciated by
Mr. Blake respecting the Pacific Railway and
our relations to British Columbia prior to his
joining the Government, and 1if T could reason-
ably hope that these opinions would hence-
forward be those of his colleagues, I should on
this subject b their supporter and follower. I
cousider the proposition perfectly monstrous,
that for the sake of the sparse population on
the Paciiic Coast, the prosperity of the four
millions of people east of Lake Superior should
be arrested and their political independence
jeopardized. No one who observes the state of
the country cun doubt thab it is of the last im-
portance Canada should, in its public burthens,
afford a marked contrast to the United States.
Cheapuess is the set-of we have to offer the
emizrant against the milder climate of the
Soath.  High taxation, which must be by cus-
toms daties, approximates our condition to
that of the United States, must exasperate our
fellow-subjects in Great Britain, aud thus, by
double action, weaken the ties that bind us to
the Mother Country and also our inducements
to maintain our own system of Government, as
opposed to that of the United States. I
believe nin--tenths of the people of Canada are
convinced that the construction of the Pacilic
Railway is at this time, and will be for many
long years, wholly unnecessary ; they know
tie cozt wil' be prodigious, and no one fit to
govern the country can be ignoraat of the fatal
consequences of undertaking such an outlay.
The frank and honest course is to tell British
Uolumbia that the engagement was improvident
aud its fuldlm:nt impossible ; to offer reason-
able equivalents for its abandonment, and, fail-
Ing agreement, to intimate our acquicscence in
her retirement from the Confederation. She
cannot complain that the connection has thus
far been injurions to her; she would still re-
main in the Empire and subject to the Queen.
I‘do not consider between membears of the same
Empire public faith can be construed to entail
the most disproportionate sacrifices by the
greater for the less, even if not involving both
in comi»a ruin.  Public faith, in my opinion,
13 in 3 mnch more sacred way pledgzed to the
pablic ereditor, and it is cortain that an enor-
mous increase of debt attended by exhaustive
:qxat:llyon, would most seriously affect his posi-

ion,

There are other passages in this letter
which are almost eqaally important and
1nstructive, but it will be obvious that in
the puarsuit of his duties, these words will
perhaps involve him in some embarrass-
ment and difficulty,. Now I wish to say
there is some danger that in taking this

3
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step we do not grasp a shadow and lose
the substance. The step is one of great
consequence, and we should guard azainst
the possibility of Canada beinz from time
to time bound and fettered by executive
arrangements, concluded during the re-
cess of Parliament under the greater
facilities afforded by the establishment of
the agency, while the voice of her people
is unheard. We are not without experi-
ence. We remember one former occasion
in particular, when we were told that
great honour and advantage had been
conferred upon Canada, that one of hersons
was appointed to represent her on a com-
missionin whoselabours Canada was deeply
concerned ; and we were told afterwards
that that Commissioner, being the agent
of the British Government, could notact as
Canada’s representative in an independent
capacity. I do not hesitate to say that the
interests of Canada sufferel severely from
the circumstance that a Canadian repre-
sented her in that case. She was bound
as if she had freely agreed, when in fact
her representative was not free. Itwasa
detriment instead of an advantage. My
own opinion is that a more practical and
important step towards the advancement
of the material interests of the country,
and towards the furtherance of a sound
policy would be to effect an arrangement
by which we should have an agent at
Washington,—a man, enjoying the con-
fidence of the people of this country, cog-
nisant of its wants and able to facilitate
by personal intercourse, commercial nego-
tlations at Washington which would be
productive of important results. Dith-
culties would thus be smoothed away,
obstructions would be removed, misunder-
standings cleared up, misappreliensions set
right, and the true position set before the
statesmen of the neighhouring Republic,
from which would result, in my belief, a
more enlightened policy on hoth sides, to
I would direct the
attention of the Government to this ques-
tion, as one of deep importance to this
country. The only other topic to which
I propose to advert is that of the contracts
for the construction of 127 miles of rail-
way in British Columbia. T desire to re-
call to you that, though the Government
asked last Session for authority to contract
for not exceeding 125 miles, this was on
the understanding that the Imperial Gov-
ernment should be asked to give material
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assistance towards its construction. The
hon. gentleman who moved the resolution ’
said :

¢¢1 believe that, under these circumstances,
we may look with confidence to the action of
England in this matter, and, considering that
Canada is at this moment committed to a large
expenditure, in permeating the best and more
accessible portions of the fertile prairies of the
North-West we may a-k the Imperial Govern-
ment to give us substantial aid, or to give us a
guarantee which will cost the Empire nothing,
to assist us in reaching the rich prairies of the
North-West, by penetrating the Rocky Moun-
tains from the Pacific coast. And, Sir, we can
go to the Mother Country with additional confi-
dence, seeing that, again and again, having
received her endorsement of our bonds, we have
always maintained our credit, and have never
allowed England to be called upon to contribute
a single dollar 1n consequence of any guarantee
she had given us. Under these circumstances, we
look with confidence to the Mother Country as
a source to which we are entitled to look for
for substantial aid in the construction of the
work. But we are not only prepared to give
the sound, untarnished credit of Canada in sup-
port of any aid or assistance we may ask, but
we are prepared to place at the bottom of
that national credit of Canada, one hundred
millions of acres of the most fertile land in the
world.”

The hon. the First Minister spoke in
the same or stronger terms. He said :

““We will allow the British Government to
choose one Comissioner, we will choose another
Commissioner and those two men shall hold a
quasi-judicial position, somewhat like the Audi-
tor-General 1in England and the Auditor-
General, free from all political exigen-
cies, from the chance of ail political
change. They shall be charged to faithfully
and honestly administer that enormous estate
of 100,000,000 acres, to invest it in Dominion
securities, not to sell any land under $2 an
acre, except with the joint consent of the fwo
Governments, the Government guaranteeing
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and the Government honouring, and besides all
that, to administer the operation of the rail-
way itself. —Just consider what a hand, if I
may use a simile from the gaming tablea i
Minister would hold, who should go to Eng-
land and sy not only is the credit of Canada
pledged for this road, but 100,000,000 acres of
land are set aside for it, not to speak of this '
great railway itself and all its future earnings,
which is to be built by Canada and kept free of |
incumbrances. It will be good substantial
secunity for all it can earn over its working
expenses, It is a scheme that must succeed,
and not all the puny well-directed shafts by
which it is attempted to disyarage this great
work will have the desired effect.”

Again he said :

¢ But I believe that when the scheme is pre-
sented to Her Majesty’s Government, and they
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have seen the Imperial importance of this
work—when they see the enormous advavntage
it will be to relieve the over-crowded portions.
of the Mother Country, by removing the sur-
plus population into the New Britain iu the Far
West, they will grant a guarantee where they
have granted it before, with this additional
security which, without obliging England to
pay a single sixpence, will enable us to push on
the work and obtain all the money required for
this great work on as advantageous terms as if
it were a direct liability of her own.”

And, after a string of resolutions show-
ing the grounds on which the appeal was
to be made, the House was asked and it
agreed to authorise and direct the Gov-
ernment tosecure the cooperation of the
Imperial Government in this great
undertaking and to obtain further
aid by guaranty or otherwise in the
construction of this national work. In-
spired by these assurances on the part
of the Administration, that the policy they
propounded would succeed, and influ-
enced by the formal resolutions to which
I have referred, the House assented, as a
part of the complete scheme brought
down, to the Government,being authorised
to enter into contracts for the construction
of 125 miles in British Columbia. But
there was a special reason given for this
assent. The Government stated that they
pledged themselves to British Columbia
to commence construction during the
then coming and now past season. It
was, as the hon. member asserted, because
there was an emergency, an exigency that
the work should be commenced before
Parliament would again sit, that the
power was asked and given, The hon.
gentleman opposite in his speech entered
into some discussion as to the obligations:
in this particular of the Pacific Railway
Act; but it is needless to follow him in
this, for he did not deny or repudiate—on
the contrary he expressly usserted—the
propriety of obtaining the sanction of the
House to such contracts as these. To
use his own words he “endorsed the
sound principle that all these contracts
should be submitted to Parliament where
possible.” We were led to believe until
very recently that the formal execu-
tion of these contracts had not taken place,
and the language of the Speech is perhaps

; ambiguous as to the fact of execution,

though it points with painful clearness to
an intended completion without submission
to the House. It is admitted that the
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work is not to be commenced until next
spring. There is, therefore, no ground for
depriving us of our power to deal with
this question,and I trust that the contracts
have not yet been executed, or,if executed,
that they are to be laid upon the Table and
made subject to the sanction of the House.
There are two distinct grounds on which
T claim this right. First, the authority
for these contracts was an authority given
as part of a general plan and policy, a
material portion of which was that the
(fovernment were to obtain English assis-
tance for the construction of the railway
in British Columbia ; and, if that policy
has not succeeded, if they have not obtained
that assistance, they are bound to give
Parliament the opportunity of determining
whether they will sanction the execution
of these contracts and the commencement
of this work, without that assistance.
I say that it is an entirely changed state
of things, on the assumption which we are
entitled to make, in the absence of any
announcement in that Speech from -the
Throne which tells us so many other
things, that no favourable consummation
of that policy has at this time been
reached. We are entitled to assume that
the foundation upon which Parliament was
asked to permit these contracts to be let,
has not been formed by those who asked
us to allow them first to build the founda-
tion and afterwards to erect the super-
structure. I venture, though doubtfully,
to hope that they have not erected the
superstructure before they have built the
foundation. There is another reason
which is equally serious. The hon. gen-
tleman stated that he endorsed the sound
principle thet, wherever it was possible,
these contracts should be submitted to
Parliament. He pointed out that the
case was exceptional because it was abso-
lutely necessary to take steps to begin the
work in British Columbia in the season of
1879. Failing in his expectations, unable
to commence the work in the last season,
unable to conclude the contracts and exe-
cute them, at any rate until within a short
time of the Session, it is quite obvious
that, having regard to the reason which
he gave, and, I have no doubt, honestly
gave, to this House, namely, that he ex-
pected tobegin work during recess, he would
have been wanting in his duty if he used
the authority which he obtained by virtue
of that reason, when the reason had failed.
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Having arranged for there contractsso
late that the work could not becom-
menced till spring, and it being thus pos-
sible, contrary to his expectations, to sub-
mit the contracts for the sanction of this
House, the hon. gentleman should—and
I shall hope, until he negatives it, that it
has been his course, as it was his duty—
have completed the execution of the con-
tracts only upon the usual condition that
they would be subject to the sanction of
this House. What did tke hon. gentle-
man from Lambton (Mr. Mackenzie) do
in similar circumstances? In the Session
of 1874, upon the same statement, made
in the same way, he obtained the same
special authority to let the contract for
the Georgian Bay Branch without the
sanction of Parliament, but, as the hon.
gentleman was not able to let it until the
approach of the Session of Parliament,
having found that the purpose for which
he had asked the special authority had
failed, having found that it was possible for
him, without grave public inconvenience,
to give the House an opportunity of
pronouncing upon the contract, he
did not avail himself of the authority,
which he had so obtained, but held it to
be his duty to make these contracts sub-
ject to ratification, and to lay them upon
the Table for the free action of the House
during the second Session of that Parlia-
ment. Therefore, we have the hon. mem-
ber’s own statement as to the rule; we have
his own statement as to the reason of the
exception; we have the fact thut the
reason has failed ; we have the precedent
of the Georgian Bay Branch contract ; and
for this second reason [ hope that these
contracts have been or will be made suk-
ject to our action, and, if, as the Speech
indicates, that is not the present inten-
tion of the Government, I hope that, after
considering what I have said, they wilk
modify their views and alter their course.
For my own part, I believe that,
assuming what I have assumed already
in respect to the English mission and its
results, and even on the contrary assump-
tion, no graver material question is now
presented to the consideration of the
Parliament of Canada than the question
of what, in the present circumstances of
this country, and its future outlook asto
its trade, its revenue, anl its taxation,
should be its policy as to the construction
of the Pacific Railway. And, that being
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80, I hope that Parliament will be per-
mitted to pronounce upon it as free and
unembarrassed as I have pointed out was
possible ; but, whether free and unem-
barrassed, nr complicated by the execution,
within a few days from the Session, of
contracts not subject to its assent, we are,
in my opinion, bound during this Session
to consider and determine whether, in the
present and prospective state of the
finances of this country, the public credit
is to be charged with loans to an enor-
mous amount, for the construction of a
work wholly beyond our resources, if con-
structed in the wav, after the fashion, and
at the rate at which hon. gentlemen oppo-
site propose to construct it.

Motion made and question proposed :

1. That an hum"fe Address be presented to
His Fxcellency the Governor General, to thank
His Exccllency for his gracious Speech at the
opening of the present Session, and further to
assure His Excellency,—That we are grateful
to His Excellency for the expression of his great
pleasure in meeting us again for the despateh of
the business of the country.

2, That we feel with His Excellency tnat
the abundant harvest with which Providence
has blessed Canada is a cause for the deepest
thankfolness ; and that we receive with great
satisfaction Iis Iixcellency’s congratulations
on the evidences which surround us of a recov-
ery from the commercial and industrial depres-
sion which has so long weighed down the ener-
gies of the people.”

Motions agreed to.
Motion made and question proposed :

‘3. That we agree with His Excellency in
thinking that our returning prosperity shouid
direct our attention to the less fortunate cir-
cumstances of our fellow subjects in Ireland
where ¢0 much destitution prevails, and are
prepared to give enr consideration to the best
means of showing our practical sympathy with
their distress.”

Mr. MACKENZIE ; I wouid ask the
hon. gentleman who speaks for the Gov-
ernment, in the absence of the leader,how
it is proposad to act in this matter? No
one, I presume, in the House can help
concurring in the proposition here sug-
gested. Everyone will be waiting that
prompt assistance should be given by
Canada under the distressing circum-
stance which are presented to us as exist-
ing in Ireland. I presume that the Gov-
ernment Wwill not think of waiting until
the regular Estimates are brought down,

as T hope and believe there will be un- | visitation.
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money should be sent as speedily as pos-
sible in order to effect the largest amount
of good in the shortest time.

Mr. JONES: What sum will be
brought in ¢

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : We will
wait until the resolution is brought in,

Mr. JONES : I would not like to see
this Dominion give a paltry sum towards
such a service as that. Large sums have
been given in the neighbouring Republic,
and I should not like to see our Do-
minion give certainly less than £50,000
sterling. I think the House, at the pre-
sent moment, would give their consent
that the Finance Minister should be al-
lowed to telegraph to the other side of
the sea that this Dominion will be will-
ing to give £50,000 sterling for that
purpose.

Mr. ANGLIN: I would ask the Hon.
the Minister of Finance what he thinks
will be the earliest day, for the delay of a
week may be a serious matter, and render
our gift less valuable than it would be if
promptly made. I am satisfied thatif the
Government propose on Monday next a
vote in this House, anthorising them to
forward any sum of money that they may
determine upon, the vote will pass unani-
mously. They will be quite justified in
acting upon it, and afterwards bringing
the amount in, in the Estimates in the
ordinary way, but,if weareto waituntil the
Estimates come down, we may have to wait
two,three or four weeks, and all that time
thousands of people are famishing. It is
to many of them a matter of life and
death. Some time ago, T observed a letter
from the Hon. 8. G. Osborne in the London
Tames, in which he urged upon the peo-
ple of England the importance of speedy
action, and stuted what he saw in the
great famine of 1847, when a very large
sum of money was contributed in Eng-
land, and distributed carefully in Ireland;
but, notwithstanding, it arrived too late
| to save hundreds of thousands of people
from dying of starvation, and dying after,
in some instances, they had had
plenty of food to eat. Their system was
so debilitated that they were unable to
assimilate the food, which, in some in-
stances, they consumed in large quanti-
ties. That accords with the result of my
{own observation during that dreadful
I saw persons who, day after

animity in this matter. I think the ' day, consumed more food than they would

Mgz. BrixkE.
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consume under ordinary circumstances;
and, notwithstanding this, were dying of
famine. Prompt action is of great im-
portance in this matter. Whatever we
are willing to do should be done at once.
Whatever the Government is prepared to
propose, if it be only as generous as it
should be, T am satistied the House will
concur in.

Sik SAMUEL L. TILLEY: As
His Escellency the Governor - Gen-
eral introduced into this paragraph of
his Speech an expression of gratitude to
Providence for having blessed us with a
bountiful harvest, it did appear to the
members of hLis Administration that it
was a favourable opportunity to show
their appreciation of the blessings that
had been bestowed upon the Dominion of
Canada by giving of our substance to
aid those who were not similarly blessed.
The Government felt that, on both sides of
the House, no matter what might be the
political opinions of members of Parlia-
ment, whatever proposition was made
would be heartily responded to. I can
only say to the hon. member who has just
taken hLis seat that any contribution
which the Parliament of Canada may
make will not be made less valuable by
any unnecessary delay, even the delay of
an hour.

Me. MILLS : Since the hon. gen-
tleman is anxious to secure in this
matter the cooperation of both sides of
the House, it would have been well that
the answer to the Address had been put
in such a form as to make it acceptable
to both sides of the House. The hon.
gentleman says in this paragraph ¢ that
we agree with His Excellency in thinking
that our returning prosperity should
direct our attention,” &c. Now, a large
number of gentlemen on this side of the
House donot subscribe to the hon. gentle-
man’s views with regard to returning
prosperity, and why should he, in calling
upon the House to grant aid®o the people
of Ireland in their suffering, undertake,
at the same time, to force upon hon.
gentlemen on this side of the House his
view of the political situation of this
country ! If the hon. gentleman is so
anxious, as he says he is, to ineet
the views of hon. gentlemen on
this side of the House, he might
alter the hraseology of the para.
graph in this way: “That we thank
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His Excellency for directing our attention”
&e, leaving out those words that the lon.
gentleman knows right well are contested.
I do not believe that the prosperity of
this country is at this moment returning.
I do not believe that the hon. gentleman
has done anything to promote the pros-
perity of the country : and, holding this
view honestly, and I believe as intelli-
gently as the hon. gentleman holds to
his own view, why should hLe in calling
for aid to the Irish people—aid which I
believe we on higher grounds are bound
to grant—undertuke to connect it with
the political views of the hon. gentleman
on the financial condition of this country !

Stk SAMUEL L. TILLEY: It the Gov-
ernment had asked in this resolution a vote
of money,and compelled the House to adopt
both, then there would have been some-
thing in my hon. friend’s p sition, but it
is not the intention of the Government to
ask a vote on this resolution. If they
had done so, then it might be a question
whether this House saw anything objec-
tionable in the paragraph which might
involve an expression of opinion on the
financial position of the country. We
intend that it shall be a separate and
distinet proposition, that both sides of the
House will unite in.

Mg, MACKENZIE: The hon. geutle-
man will see that the reason for giving
aid to Ireland is that our returning pros-
perity should direct our attention to it.
Of course our attention is directed to it by
the fact that it is in the Speech, buot the
returning prosperity does not direct our
attention to it. There has been no re-
turning prosperity, but a deeper distres.

Mr. CASEY : It may be that, in some
sections of our own country, returning
prosperity may call attention to distress
in Ireland. But there are other causes in
some sections which may have the same
effect. In the city of Quebec, at least, it
is more likely that the Jocal distress may
create sympathy with Ireland. L' Erene-
ment, a paper which has goue over to the
Government on the guestion of Protection,
says that the distress in Quebec is some-
thing extreme. In an article published
a short time ago on this very question—
reliet for Ireland—Z’ Eveneinent pointed
out a parallel that existed between the
condition of the city of Quebec and the
condition of Treland. Some time before
that, this paper had published a story about
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a poor woman having had to kill and roast
a cat to keap her children from starvation.
This story having been challenged by the
Chronicle of Quebec, L' Evenement returned
to the charge, and stated that the story was
actually true. It proceeds:

¢ For three or four months we have called at
tention to thz destitution which desolates some
districts of our city, and have appealed to public
charity. And, we repeat it the destitution in
Quebvec is graater th's winter than it has ever
been. It has been given to-ours:lves to enter
certain houses, and to see little children of a
yesr old and less. dragging thamselves along the
‘bare cold floor, naked. abso'utely naked, whose
mother tried to hid: their nakedness by snatch-
ing them up and half covering th>m with her
apron or a fold of her dress. There was no fire
in the house. In a corner stood a dirty bunk
serving instesd ofa bed. Thenight before, these
poor pzaple had supped on a mouthful of dry
bread, and that morn'ng, the meagre provisions
of the evening bafore being exhausted, nobody
had bre.kfasted. They would have to go din
nerless and perhaps supperless.

““One may be cersain that thers are a large
number of people (fou'e de gens)who go without
food for days together. These poorp2oplehave
s3sen better days when they dispenssd charity
themselves. This is why they do not and will
not bez, and why it is hard tofind them out.”

Here we find that in the City of Quebec,
one of the most important manufacturing
centres in the contey, a papersupporting
the Protectionist policy of the Government
—3 policy which was to bring about re-
turning prosperity—states that people are
as necessitous and as deserving of assist-
ance as the psople of Ireland. To show
this is no mere supposition, the saime
newspaper goes on to state:

““Th» genero1s movement in favoar of un-
happy Ireland meets with our most profound
sympathy. * * * There is destitution in
Quebec, there is thesame in Ireland, * * *
The members of the St. Vinceat de Paul
Society have done impossibilities hitherto, and
now their resources are nearly exhausted.
The number of poor who have asked relief from
it thig year is twice as large as last year ”

I infer {rom the article that they based
their application for sympathy to Ireland
on the fact that the people in Quebes
know what starvation is themselves. 1
think it would be much wmore correct, as
far as the penple of Quebecare concerned,
if this resolution would state that, in con-
sequence of the profound distress in many
parts of Canada, our sympathies are
warmly excited for psople in the same
condition in Ireland, and that we ought
to afford them some relief.

Mr. Casky.
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Mr. CARON: Iam quite surprised
at the desp interest which my hon. friend
takes in the famine-stricken people of the
city of Quebec. The hon. gentleman has
to'd us that his information came from a
paper which formerly supported his party.
I have no doubt that the .entleman who
wrote that article was simply intending to
crack a joke at the expsnse of the hon.
gentleman who at present takes such a
deep interest in Quebec matters. I do
not represent the city of Quebec, but Ilive
within its walls. I am largely engaged in
business there, and I may say I have bet-
ter opportunities of observing what is
going on in our city than the hon. geatle-
man, who gets his opinion from the news-
paper formerly supporting his party.
We always have, of course, in a large city
like Quaebee, more or less poverty at this
season of the year but I can say, and I
believe I will be borne out in my state-
ment by every gentleman acquainted with
the city, that in the city of Quebec this
winter we have mot had to deplore as
great distress as last year or the year ba-
fore ; conssquently my hon. friend is mis-
taken about the efects of the National
Policy in Quebac, and I am sorry that he
should be disappointed in his endeavours to
mike a point against the Guvernment
about its aloption. As for aid to Ire-
land, I agree with what the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Jones) has said. I bslieve it is
our duty to help the peovle of Ireland in
their deep affliction and distress, and I
have no doubt that the Government will
take proper measures to render assistance
as quickly a3 possible. In extending a
helping havnd across the waters to the
Irvish, Canada should act in a manner
worthy of herself, and worthy of the posi-
tion she holds as containing within her
borders so large a proportion of Irish peo-
ple who have helpsd to build up this
country.

Mer. PLUMB: I had no intention of
taking part imethe discussion of the Ad-
dress which Bas been so ably moved and
seconded, and which meets with the hearty
approval of the large majority of the
members present. I have been much
gratified to observe that the proposition to
afford aid to the suffering people of Ire-
land has been received with marked and
cordial approval by both sides of the
House, and that a consensus of feeling
and a generous spirit is manifest with re.
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gard to it. I waspained and disappointed
when the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) rose and bronght into the disqus-
sion the spirit of narrowness, illiberality,
carping and prejudice, which we have
seen him always ready to infuse into the
debates in this House in which he takes
part. I thought this subject would ap-
peal to more generous sympathy in that
hon. gentleman’s bosom than he usually
evinces, but the moment he began to
speak it was perceptible that he intended
to drag down even this painful subject to
the contemptilble level of a low partisan
view, and to endeavour to chill the kindly
enthusiasm of the House by turning it
into an issue based upon an unworthy
quibble. The Address merely affirms the
intention of aiding the sufferers.  There
is no definite resolution before the House
in respect to it, and there is no excuse for
the sneering cavil of the hon. member.
‘When the proposition comes up, as the
Finance Minister has promised it shall
speedily come up, it will doubtless be
maade acceptable to the whole House, and
will then be a legitimate subject for ex-
amination and debate. I was pained
but scarcely surprised to observe the
position taken by the hon. member,
but, when he was followed by the hon.
member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey),
I felt sure that the hon. gentleman’s ob-
Jections were to be supplemented by
something still more illiberal and wun-
worthy, through the flippancy of the hon.
member for West Elgin and his self-suffi-
ciency and incapacity for approaching any
subject without betraying his peculiar
characteristics. The hon. member’s re-
marks were utterly out of place, and I
mistake the temper of the House if they
met with the approval of either side, and
I feel warranted in expressing the belief
that the whole House will be found in
accord with the Government in affording
promptly such a measure of relief to the
boor sufferers as will be worthy of Can-
ada, and will signify that her representa-
tives here are not unmindful of her debt
to the country that has furnished men to
subdue her forests and open up her
avenues of commerce and traffic. I have
Lstened with painful interest to the feel-
ing appeal of the hon. member for Glou-
cester (Mr. Anglin), who was an eye-
witness of the terrible sufferings of his
fellow-countrymen in the famine of 1847,
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and whose remarks should bave elicited a
very different response from that which
we have just heard from the geutlemen
near him. I trust the tone of the hon.
members for Bothwell and West Elgin
will not be adopted by any other members
of this House, and that we will all shake
hands upon this question, laying aside
party ditferences in view of the harrowing
needs to which we are called upon to min-
ister, and I believe that the Government
will speedily bring forward a measure that
will be in full accord with the feeling of
the Ho' se, and meet with its unanimous
and enthusiastic support.

Motion agreed to.

Motion made and question proposed :

‘“4. That we are sensible that we have rea-
son to congratulate ourselves on'the number
of settlers who have during the past year come
into our North-West from Great Britain and
the United States, as well as from the older
Provinces of the Dominion. That we are glad
to believe that the visit of two members of the
Royal Commission on the agricultural distress
in the Mother Country, and the favourable re-
port of the tenant farmers, who, at the in-
stance of His Excellency’'s Government have
examined into the farming capabilities of the
Dominion, will largely increase the number of
emigrants during the present year. That we
are aware that preparations must be made for
their reception, and that our best attention
will be willingly given to this subject.”

Mz. MILLS: T would ask the hon.
gentleman whether he would not strike
out the words ‘‘sensible that we have had
reason ” in the first line and insert the
words “ We are glad to be informed that
we have had cause.”

Mgr. ANGLIN : It is well that it
should be understood at once that several
gentleman on this side of the House object
very strongly to the wording of nearly
every one of these resolutions. Whether
the Government intended to force us into
moving amendments to the resolutions
and, by making use of their large
majority, to give us several hearty thresh-
ings that we may appear in a every small
@inority on the Journals at the opening
of the Session, or whether it was merely
to annoy and worry us on this side of the
House, I will not pretend to say. The
wording of this resolution is Lighly ob-
jectionable. It must have been known
to those who prepared the Speech that
these words were objectionable to hon.
members on this side of the House. I
do not know that it is the intention of
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any one to propose an amendment. It is
not, I presume, the intention of any one
to ask for a division on the Address or on
any particular paragraph,but I think it is
our duty to let this go to the country that,
while we allow the Address to pass with-
out pressing amendments, we distinctly
state that we object to several declara- |
tions made in the various paragraphs,and |
that we do not consider ourselves bound
by the expression of any opinions which
we are asked to express in this Address.
Entering that protest, perhaps it would be
as well to allow the Address to pass para-
graph by paragraph without making any
gpecial objection to the expressions. It
seems to be the desire of all parties to get
through with the Address this evening.
We certainly could not do so if we were
merely to point out how objectionable
many of these paragraphs are and how they
are calculated to bind us to the expression
of opinions which are not our opinions,
and how  they are perhaps de-
liberately calculated to place us in a false
position before this House and the coun-
try. Perhaps we shall relieve ourselves
from any responsibility by declaring once
for all that we regard the whole form of
this Address, and many of the expressions
it contains, and many declarations set
forth in it as highly objectionable and
contrary to our views of what is right,
and contrary to our opinions of what are
the facts and what the circumstances of
the country are.

Mr. MacDONNELL: I cannot
allow a clause to pass unnoticed, and
particularly that part of it which asks
us to congratulate ourselves upon the
fact that a part of the North-West has
been built up by persons removing from
the older Provinces. I cannot wunder-
stand how the hon. the Minister of
Railways and Canals can support such a
clause as that. T cannot understand how
the hon. mover of the answer to the
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Speech from the Throne can bring himsel
to support that clause. Is it possibl
that representatives of the Province of
Nova Scotia, from which thousands of !
persons have departed for the United
States and Manitoba and the North-West,
can congratulate themselves upon the fact,
when that Province is in such a state of
want of prosperity, that there is such dis-
tress there, that the farmers have had to
leave the country and seek a home else-

MR. ANGLIYF.

Address.

where in order to gain a livelihood. Ttis &
factthat many of our miners haveleft the
Province of Nova Scotia. Is it to better
their circumstances? 1 suppose it is—
their circumstances require bettering. I
see in that, however, no cause for congratu-
lation and I cannot allow this clause to
pass without entering my protest.

Motion agreed to.

Motion made and question proposed :

5. That we learn with great satisfaction
that every effort has been made to hasten the
construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway
from Lake Superior to Red River, and that no
doubt is entertained that the Railway will be
opened for traffic between those important
points within the time specified in tie con-
tracts; that under the authority given by Par-
liament last session, nearly one hundred miles
from the Red River to the western boundary
of Manitoba has been placed under contract,
and tenders are about being asked for for the
construction of another hundred miles from the
boundary westward ; and that the completion
of these two sectioas will, at an early day,
afford railway facilities through two hundred
miles of the most fertile lJand in the North-
West. That we thank His Excellency for
informing us, that after an exploratory survey
of the line from Port Simpson to the Pine
River Pass, and through ‘he Peace River coun-
try, it has been decided to adopt the location
of the line to Burrard Inlet ; that contracts
have been awarded for one hundred and
twenty-seven miles of the railway between
Emory’s Bar, on the Fraser River, and Savoua’s
Ferry ; that this work will be vigorously pro-
ceeded with so soon as the spring opens ; and
that its construction will complete the most
difficult portion of the Canadian Pacitic Rail-
way, and sccure the connection by steam of the
fertile district of Kamloops with the capital of
British Columbia.”

Mg. BARNARD: I would not under-
take tosay anything on this question at pre-
sent, were I not given to understand that
the speech of the hon. member for Victoria
(Mr. DeCosmos) was calculated to mislead
the House and create the impression that
the people of British Columbia were not.
satisfied with the selection of the rail-
way route made—the 130 miles section
referred to in the Speech. I wasin that hon.
gentleman’s constituency when the news
arrived that the Government had adopted
the Burrard Inlet route, and have no
hesitation in saying that it was gladly re-
ceived by almost every individual. I can:
fairly challenge that hon. gentieman to
find a baker’s dozen of . his supporters to.
say the route chosen is not the proper
one. With regard to his complaint of
the delay last year, I would simply say
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that, on all occasions, when delays were
sought, he assisted in obtaining them in
the hope that a route more consonant
with his views would be adopted. It ill
becomes any hon. gentleman from Vie-
toria or British Columbia to take ground
against the present location. 1t was
decided upon after mature consideration,
by both Governments, and met the views
of the people of British Columbia. The
reason for the present selectidn is well
understood there, as there exists between
the frontier of British Columbia and the
interior, or grain, growing portion of the
country, the great canon of the Frazer,
where the cost of transport is so
great that 1 believe there has not
been transported a bushel of grain
for export or consumptionat the seaboard.
The whole frontier is being supplied with
flour made in the State of Oregon. Nay,
the farmers of Vancouver Island and the
lower Mainland are using Oregon flour,
while there is abundance of the home-
made article in the interior. The com-
pletion of this section of the Railway will
bring the two sections of country referred
to in the Speech together, and enable the
farmers of the interior to supply the in-
creasing demand which is being created at
the seaboard. The hon. gentleman speaks
of the small number of farmers settled near
Kamloops. Is it any wonder that there
are so few farmers in that section, or that
people hesitate to settle on lands so
situated, or that little or no grain is
grown in the interior ! The reasons are
obvious.  There is no market whatever.
The remarks of the hon. gentleman
astonished me the more because the first
speech I ever heard him make in refer-
ence to the railway was one in which he
extolled this route, selected it as the only
one that would be of any service to
British Columbia. He was eloguent in
his advocacy of this route and of the con-
nection of the rich districts of the in-
terior with the seaboard of British
Columbia. T regret exceedingly that any
British Columbia representative should
ha}’e spoken as he has to-night. I do not
think that we ought to regard this as a
purely British Columbia question. The
Pacific Railway was not designed for
British Co.umbia, any more than British
Columbia was made for that Railway. It
18 part and parcel of the great political
scheme chalked out at Confederation—the
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great transcontinental railway is to be
built in the interest of the Dominion,
and not in that of British Golumbia alone.
Motion agreed to on a division.
Motion made and question proposed:

¢ ¢, That it gives us much pleasure to know
that the adoption of a rigid system of economy
in the management of the Intercolonial Rail-
way has, without impairing the efficiency of its
working, effected such a diminution of ex-
penses as to warrant the belief that the coun-
try will in future be relieved from any capmd:
erable burden in connection with its operation.”

Motion agreed to.
Motion made and question proposed :

¢¢7. That we are aware that, in consequence of
the entire failure of the usual food supply of
the Indians in the North-West, a large ex-
penditure must have been necessarily incurred
to save them from starvation ; and that we
share the hope expressed by His Excellency,
that the efforts which are now being made to
settle the several bands en the reserves, and to
induce them to betake themselves to the cul-
tivation of the soil, may prevent the necessity
of similar calls for relief in the future.”

Mr. MILLS : T hLave not the plea-
sure of knowing, like the hon. gentleman
at the head of the Departmentto which this
paragraph refers, that the Intercolonial
Railway has been managed with a great
deal of economy. The general impression
abroad is that the facts would not bear out
this statement. The hon. gentleman might
ingert, instead of the word know ” the
words “ we are informed” ; that is the
usual course adopted. Hon. gentlemen on
the Treasury Benches, when on this side
of the House, frequently asked to have the
phraseology of the Address changed, that
it might be unobjectionable. I think that
we must either insist on a change of this
resolution, or upon its being carried on a
division. The change I propae would
make the paragraph more acceptable to
this side of the House. )

Sir CHARLES TUPPER : Tam qu.te
certain that no alteration would meet
the hon. gentleman’s views, but one
substituting for the words ‘‘much plea-
sure” as regards the effecting of econo-
mies the word ¢ displeasure.”

Mr. MILLS: We donot know any-
thing about your economy ; on the con-
trary, we know it is not the fact.

Motion agreed to on a division.

Motion made and question proposed :

‘8. That we thank His Excellency for the
assurance that the Estimates for the ensuing
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Year wili be laid before us, and that they have
been prepared with all due regard to economy.”

Mr. MILLS : This is a not less
objectionable paragraph. We ave not
aware that in consequence of the ““entire
failure” of the food of the Indians, an un-
aisnal supply was required. 1 believe
there was not an entire failure of the food
 supply, but that there was a very con-
siderable number of buffalo, and the usual
supply of fish on which the Indians par-
tially subsisted. If there had been an
entire failure, these gentlemen would have
been obliged to feed the Indians the whole
year at the public expense. Will hon.
gentlemen opposite say this was done?
We are certainly not aware of the fact
asserted, and we do not believe that Min-
isters are. It seems most extraordinary
to call on the House to state as a fact in
reply to the Speech something known to
be contrary to the fact. I would suggest
in place of the word “aware”, the words
“that we regret to learn” in the first line
“has” instead of “must have” in the
second line, and ‘‘we trust that the hope
expressed by Your Excellency may be re-
alised”, instead of “we share the hope ex-
pressed by Your Excellency” in the third
line.

Six SAMUEL L. TILLEY: I think
there is certainly something in what the
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
says, that the failure was not entire; but
there was a large failure, and there isa
very large amount of distress.

Mgr. MILLS : A partial failure would
cause that,

Motion agreed to on a division.

Motion made and question proposed :

¢¢9, That we shall be well pleased to find that
the effect of the tariff of last Session in the
development of the varied industries of the
country, has on the whole been very satisfac-
tory, and that we shall willingly give our atten-
tion to any amendments of which the experience
acquired since it came into operation in March
dast, may have suggested the expediency.”

Sie RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT: If
a paragraph had been desired, calculited to
make it impossible for the Opposition to
concur in the Address, this would have
been the one that would have suggested
itself to the Finance Minister. I am
willing to make a compromise with him,
and to leave the entire resolution as it
stands, with the addition of three or four
words like these :—“The effect of the
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Tariff has been very satisfactory to
Messrs. Redpath, Drummond and certain
cotton manutacturers.”

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : We are
not astonished that the hon. gentleman
who has just spoken, and those who sit
near him, cannot comfortably vote for this
paragraph. They are not pleased that the
effect of the Tariff on our industries has
been satisfactory—that is the trouble.

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT :
We question your facts.

Mgr. GAULT: I am very happy to say
that not only sugar refining, but cotton
manufacturing and the whole trade of the
country has been benefited by the Tariff.
‘We have hundreds of houses now occu-
pied in Montreal, as a consequence of the
Tariff, that were formerly untenanted.
Coming from my own house in the west-
ern suburbs of Montreal the day before
yesterday, of 83 houses formerly idle, I
could find but 27. In St. Antoine Ward
and Point St. Charles, two very important
suburbs, mauny houses used to be unoccu-
pied, and many people were unable to pay
rent. Now, I am happy to say, the
people are fully occupied, and all the
manufactories are working.  One gentle-
man told me he was making castings for
400 railway cars for the Grand Trunk.
Every industry in Montraal is fully occu-
pied. No man stands higher to-day in
Montreal than the Finance Minister; he
is the most popular man in the city. T
hope the policy he has inaugurated will be
continued ten years, when we will see this
country prosperous.

Mr. MACKENZIE: It is very clear
that the hon. gentleman who has just
spoken has the best possible reason for
cottoming to the Government.

Mr. GAULT : I have stock in every
industry in Montreal, besides the cotton,
that yields a profit. I am not like hon.
gentlemen on the Opposition side, many
of whom boast that they do not hold a
share of stock in the Dominion.

Motion agreed to on a division.

Motion made and quustion proposed :

€10. That any Bills for the better organi-
sation of the Civil Service, for the consoli-
dation of the Inland Revenue laws, and for the
amendment of the Acts relating to the Dom-
inion lands, to the Public Works, to the In-
dians of the North-West, and tothe Mopnted
Police Force, which His Excellency may caunse
to be laid before us, shall receive our most
careful consideration.
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¢“11. That we are aware that the Actsin-
corporating the Banks of the Dominion will
expir> next year, and that we agree with His
Excellency that the present would seem a
favourable time for a full consideration of our
Banking system and of the subject of the cur-
rency as connected with that system.”

Moticns agreed to on a division.
Motion made and question proposed :

“12. That the subject of the laws relating
to Insolvency will undoubtedly engage our
attention.”

Mr. PATERSON (South Brant): I
desire to say a word in reference to that
point. Tt seems evident from the re-
marks of the mover of these resolutions—
I suppose those remarks were in a measure
somewhat inspired; and the allusion in the
Speech being very vague, we are forced
to accept his remarks as to the probable
action of the Government and wait—from
that it would appear that the intention is
to allow a Repeal Bill to pass. All I have
to suggest or ask in the interests of the
country is that they will facilitate in
every way the passing of the Repeal Bill,
if such is their intention, as it is very de-
sirable, if that course is determined upon,
that it should be done as quickly as pos-
sible, in order that we may not have a
very large crop of insolvencies before it
takes place.

Motion agreed to.

Motion mude and question proposed:

‘¢13. That we know that the increasing foreign
trade of Canada and the prospect that Her Ma-
jesty’s Government will enter ere long into ne-
gotiations with foreign nations on the subjec of
their trade and commercial relations, demand
-our closest attention and watchfulness, while
the rapid developmeut of the Dominion is con-
tinually giving rise toimportant matters requir-
ing the support and action of the Imperial Gov-
ernment, and that we are therefore ready to
consider the recommendation of His Excellency,
with the concurrence of Her Majesty, to sanc-
tion the appointment of a permanent representa-
tive of Canada in London to guard her various
interests.”

Motion agreed to on a division.
Motion made and question proposed ;

*‘14. That we feel deeply the greatimportance
of the subjects His Excellency bas mentioned,
and are grateful to him for the full confidence
in our wisdom and patriotism with which he is
Pleased to say that he commends them to our
best consideration.”

Motion agreed to.

Ordered, That the said Resolution be refer-
red to a Select Committtee, composed of Sir
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S. L. Tilley, Sir Charles Tupper, Mr. Langevin,
and Messrs. Richey and Houde, to draft an Ad-
dress pursuant thereto.—(Sir Samuel L. Tilley.)

Sk SAMUEL L. TILLEY, from the
Committee, reported the draft of an ad-
dress which was vead the second time and
agreed to. (Tobe presented by Trivy
Councillors.)

SUPPLY.

Resolved That this House will, on Friday next,
resolve itself into a Committee, to consider of a
supply to he granted to Her Majesty.—(Sir
Samuel L. Tilley.)

WAYS AND MEANS.

Resolved, That this House will, on Friday
next, resolve itself into a Committee, to consider
of the Ways and Means for raising the Supply
to be granted to Her Majesty.—(Sir Swmuel L.
Tilley.)

REPORTS.

Sik SAMUEL L. TILLEY laid before
the House,—The Public Accounts of
Canada, for the fiscal year, ended 30th
June, 1879; also,—Report of the Anditor-
General on Appropriation Accounts for
the year ended 30th June, 1879; also,
—~Statement of expenditure charged to
Unforeseen Expenses, under Orders in
Council, from the lst July, 1879, to
date, in accordance with the Act 42
Victoria, Chapter 1, Schedule B; also,
—Statement of Governor-General’s war-
rants issued in fiscal year, 1879-80, under
authority of the Act 41 Victoria, Chapter
7, Section 32.

Mr. BOWELL laid before the House,
—Tables of the Trade and Navigation
of the Dominion of Canada, for the fiscal
year ended 30th June, 1879.

House adjourned at

Ten minutes after
Ten o'clock.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Monday, 16th February, 1880.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.
PRAYERS.
REPORTS.
Mg. O'CONN OR laid before the House,

—Report of the Postmaster General, for
the year ended 30th June, 1879.
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Mr. LANGEVIN laid before the
House,—Annual Report of the Minister of
Public Works of the Dominion of Canada,
for the fiscal year 1st July, 1878, to the
30th June, 1879.

Mr. MASSON laid before the House,
—ZReport on the state of the Militia of
the Dominion of Canada, for the year
1879.

Mr. POPE (Queen's, P.EI) laid
before the House,—Twelfth Annual Re-
port of the Department of Marine and
Fisheries, being for the fiscal year ended
30th June, 1879,

Mz, MACDONALD (Pictou), laid be-
fore the House,—Report ot the Minister
of Justice as to Penitentiaries in Canada,
for the year ended 80th June, 1879.

Mr. BABY laid before the House,—
Report, Returns and Statistics of the
Inland Revenues of the Dominion of
Canada, for the fiscal year ended 30th
June, 1879,

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally in-
troduced and read ile first time .—

Bill (No. 2) To repeal the Acts respecting 1n-
solvency now in force in Canada.—{Mr.
Colby.)

Bill (Ne. ?) To repeal the Acts respecting
Insolvency nowin force in the Dominion.—( 7.
Bechard.)

_Bill (No. 5) to legalise the marriage with the
sister of a deceased wife.—(Mr. Girouard,
Jacques Cartier.)

PETROLEUM INSPECTION LAW AMEND-
MENT BILL.

(Mr. Colby.)
FIRST READING.

Mz. COLBY introduced a Bill (No. 4)
To amend the law regulating the inspec-
tion of petroleum and the products
thereof.

Mr. MACKENZIE: Will the hon.
member explain what he proposes in this
Bill?

Mr. COLBY : The object of the
amendment is simply to change that por-
tion of the law which affects the “foreign”
test of petroleum. In the law as it now
stands, there are two tests, one for domes-
tic, and the other for foreign oil. It is
touching that point.

Mr. ANGLIN : The hon. member
does not say in what direction,

Mnr. LANGEVIN.
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Bustness.

Mr. COLBY : In the direction of uni-
formity and safety.
Bill read the first time.

CONTROVERTED ELECTION.
JUDGE'S REPORT.

Mz. SPEAKER informed the House
that he had received from one of the
Judges selected for the trial of Election
Petitions, pursuant to the Controverted
Elections Act, 1874, a judgment in the
master of the Controverted Election for
the Electoral District of Richelieu,declar
ing the sitting Member duly elected.

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE-—JOHN A,
MACDONELL.

ORDER FOR ATTENDANCE MADE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved
that the Journals of the 12th and 13th
May, 1879, be read.

Motion agreed to and Journals read
accordingly.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House
that, in obedience to the order passed on
the 12th May, 1879, he had issued his
summons for the attendance of John A.
Macdonell at the Bar of this House, and
that he had received from H. Viucent
Green, an affidavit, setting forth that, on
the 15th May, 1879, he personally served
the said John A. Macdonell, with a copy
of the said summons.

Sk JOHN AL MACDONALD : Mr.
Speaker, we remember that last Session
the motion which I made was made on
May 12th, the House was prorogued two
days atterwards—the 15th—on which day
you, Mr. Speaker, acquainted the House
that you in obedience with the order of
the House had issued a summons for the
attendance of Mr. John A, Macdonell at
the bar of this House, and that you had
received an affidavit that a copy of the
summons had been personally served on
Mr. Macdonell. Now, Sir, I move that
Mr. John A. Macdonell be summoned to
attend at the bar of this House on to-mor-
row week.

Motion agreed to.

REMOVAL OF THE LATE LIEUTENANT-
GOVERNOR OF QUEBEC.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.
Sie JOHN A, MACDONALD deliv-
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ered a Message from His Excellency the
Governor-General.

Mg, SPEAKER read the Message, and
it is as follows :—

“¢ LoRNE.

<t The Governor General transmits to the
House of Commons under the provisions of the
59th Clause of the British North America Act,
1867, a copy of an order of the Honourable the
Privy Couancil, dated the 25th July, 1879, con-
taining the cause assigned for the removal of
the Hon, Lve Letellier de St. Just, from his
office of Lieutenant-Governor of the Province of
Quebec.

“GovERNMENT HOUSE,
s Orrawa, 16th February, 1850.”

Mr. MACKENZIE: I would like to
ask the hon. gentleman at the head of the
Government if he will bring down, with-
out any motion, all the papers relating to
Mr. Letellier's case. There was a des-
patch published during the recess, one
from here and one from England, which
I think have not yet appeared among our
papers.

Sk JOHN A. MACDONALD : Cer-
tainly. There is no necessity for a motion.
I will have all the papers brought down
connected with the case.

NEW MEMBER INTRODUCED.

Mz. SPEAKER informed the House,
that he had received a certificate of the
Returning Ofticer at the last election for
the Electoral District of Argenteuil, that
the Hon. John J. C. Abbott was duly
elected for the said Electoral District.

The Hon. Joux J. C. AsBoTT, mem-
ber for the Electoral District of Argen-
teuil, having previously taken the oath
according to law, and subscribed the roll
containing the same, took his seat in the
House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: I
ought to move at this moment that this
shall not be taken as a precedent as the
return has not yet arrived.

Mr. MACKENZIE: Has the hon.
gentleman brought his indenture, or the
certificate of the Returning Officer with
him?

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD : There
is no indenture now. He has the certifi-
oate of the returning-officer.

Mr. MACKENZIE: He must have
one or the other.
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Resolved, That, in admitting the Hon. John J,
C. Abbott, elected to represent the Electoral
District of Argenteuil, to take his seat upon the
certificate of the Returning Officer ; this House
still recommends a strict adherence to the
practice of requiring the production of the usual
certificate of the Clerk of the Crown in Chan.
cery of the return to the writ of election.— (Sir
John A. Macdonald.)

AID TO THE ONTARIO PACIFIC JUNC.-
TION RAILWAY.

QUESTION,

Me.COCKBURN (Muskoka) enquired,
Whether it is the intention of the
Government to aid, by way of a subsidy
or otherwise, the construction of the
Ontario Pacific Junction Rai'way between
Gravenhurst and some point on the line
of the Canada Central or Canada Pacific
Railways.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER : Tam very
much afraid it will not be in the- power
of the Government to give the desired
ald to the railway in question.

CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE TEMPER-
ANCE ACT, 1878.

QUESTION.

Mg. ROSS (West Middlesex) enquired,
Whether the Government have engaged
counsel to argue the constitutionality of
the Temperance Act of 1878 before the
Supreme Court ; and if so, when.

Mgr. McDONALD (Pictou): The Gov-
ernment here engaged counsel in that case.
Counsel were retained on 17th January
last.

Mr. ROSS (West DMiddlesex) : I
desire permission to add the words ‘“and
whom.”

Mg. McDONALD (Pictou): Mr. Chris-
topher Robinson on the one hand, and
Mr. Lash, Deputy Minister of Justice, on
the other.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-BRITISH
COLUMBIA CONTRACTS.

QUESTION.

Mz. BLAKE enquired, Whether the
contracts for the coustruction of 127
miles of Railway in British Columbia have
been executed by both the Government
and the contractors: and, if so, on what

day : whether such contracts will be laid
on the Table at an early day; and whether
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they or any of them are made subject to
the sanction of the House.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER: I beg to
say,in reply, that contracts have been en-
tered into for the construction of the 127
miles of Railway in British Columbia,
They have been executed both by the
Government and the contractors. I donot
remember for the moment the day on
which they were executed, but that will
appear upon the copies of the contracts
themselves, that will be laid on the Table,
I presume before the House rises to-day.
They are not made subject to the sanction
of the House, but are executed under the
authority given last Session.

PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF
CANADA IN LONDON,

QUESTION.

Mz. BLAKE enquired, Whether there
is any correspondence with the Imperial
Government on the subject of the appoint-
ment of a permanent representative of
Canada in London ; and whether any such
correspondence will Le laid on the Table
at an early day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: There
is correspondence on this subject. That
correspondence is not yet completed, but
I believe it will be completed at an early
date. Assoonasit is completed, it will be
12id before the House.

PARLIAMENTARY PRINTING CON-
TRACTS.

QUESTION.

Mzr. BLAKE enquired, Whether, in
view of the recent developments as to the
practices by which the contract for the
printing of Parliament was procured, the
Government intend to propose to Parlia-
ment any steps to remedy the injurious
consequences to the public of such prac-
tices in the present instance, and to pre-
vent their repetition in the future.

Sk JOHN A. MACDONALD : Itis
the intention of the Government to ask
for the reappointment of the House of
Commons members of the Printing Com-
mittee of last year ; and a motion will be
made in this House instructing them to
press upon the Joint Committee the ne-
cessity of enquiring into the recent devel-
opments—to use the language of the
question—and report upon the best means

Mz, BLARE
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Greorgian Bay Branch.

of avoiding a repetition of such develop-
ments in the future.

BOUNDARY BETWEEN CANADA AND
ONTARIO. :

QUESTION.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, Whether it is
the intention of the Government during
the present Session to propose a measure
ratifying the award on the subject of the
boundary between Canada and Ontario.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: Itis
not the intention of the Government to
propose any such measure.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY _GEOR-
GIAN BAY BRANCH.

MOTION FOR ORDERS IN COUNCIL,

Mr. COCKBURN (Muskoka): Mr.
Speaker, the change of policy on the part
of the Government since last Session with
reference to the Georgian Bay Branch of
the Pacific Railway must be my justifica-
tion for proposing the motion which I am
about to make. This change of policy I
believe has entailed serious consequences
not only upon the country at large, but
upon my constituency in particular, a
county whizh embraces a territory nearly
one hundred and twenty miles in length
by nearly sixty miles in breadth. It will
be in the recollection of most hon. gentle-
men that a contract was let to Messrs. Char-
lebois and Company, on the 2nd August,
1878, for the construction of fifty miles of
railway on the south-west side of Lake
Nipissing, forming a link between the
western terminus of the Canada Central
Railway and a point on French River. The
road was to be completed on the Ist
July, 1880. The contract price for all
the work, including track-laying, was
$809,813, or a the rate of $16,180 per
mile, a very moderate price indeed. With
the accession to power of the present
Government, it was feared by many that
this project would be discontinued, par-
ticularly as the chief organ of the Govern-
ment foreshadowed some such policy ; but,
as the present Government took a vote of
$800,000 last Session and allowed the
contractors to put up store-houses along
the line, and to fill them with supplies
and appliances at an enormous cost, and
to employ a large force in clearing out
the entire line, to purchase railway ties,
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ete., it was not to be wondered then that
parties placed full reliance upon the faith
of the Government to carry out the
scheme. The consequence was that large
numbers of people, at much inconvenience
and expense to themselves, emlgrated. to
the country adjacent to the proppsed line,
bringing with them their wives and
children, expecting to derive a subsistence
either directly or indirectly from the con-
struction of this work, only to be disap-
pointed by the untimely and abrupt
stoppage of the construction of the
road by the Government. It may
be urged that these circumstances are
of little importance to the public in-
terest, but I propose to go further and
show that a great waste of money must
have inevitably taken place, in recom-
pensing the contractors for their losses for
work done, aund for transporting their
supplies to and from the work. It may be
that the claims of the contractors will
amount to nearly suflicient to have com-
pleted the work, and, on the score of
policy alone, 1 feara grave errdr has
been committed, and I believe further
that an error of judgment has also been
committed in the abandonment of this
project and the substitution of another.
To those who object to the building of
branch lines as part of the Canadian Paci-
fic Railway, I can show that the Geor-
gian Bay Branch would have served as
part of the main lineto Sault Ste. Marie
or on to Lake Superior. The crossing of
the French River according to the en-
gineers’ reports presented no great dif-
ficulties; as by one route the widest
channel or branch is 250 feet, and by the
other the widest place is only 200 feet,
and it has already been shown that the
fifty miles of railway was not costly or
the gradients heavy, I have noticed in
one of the reports that a sum of $1,900,000
would secure the construction of the rail-

way fully equipped with rolling stoek, !

and navigation to Lake Huron. I think
this ought to have been a matter worthy
of more consideration than it appears
to have received at the hands of the Guv-
ernment. I have observed a suggestion
In another report as to the advisableness
of constructing a territorial road from
South-East Bay of Lake Nipissing, which
is supposed to be the terminus of the
Canada Central Railway, to the head of
Lake Superior, and that such a road might
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be constructed from the funds originally
intended for the construction of the Geor-
gian Bay Branch. I sirongly protest
against this scheme for two good reasons :
first, I have no faith in the utility of the
territorial or wagon road ; experience has
shown that roads constructed through a
wilderness are speedily covered with a
thick growth of tall young trees; and, in the
second place, I protest against the grant
of the money for the Georgian Bay
Branch being used for purposes other
than for the original scheme. or to aid the'
construction of the Ontario Pacific Junc-
tion Railway or some such scheme. I am
sorry to hear the Minister of Railways and
Canalg say that the Government do not
intend to assist the Ontario system of
railways to connect with the Pacific Rail-
way. I now beg to move that a hum-
ble Address be presented to His Kxcel-
lency the Governor-General, for copies of
Orders in Council and correspondence
which led to the postponement or
abandonment of the Georgian Bay
Branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
and copies of all claims preferred by the
late contractors for compensation in con-
nection with the suspension of their
work, and a statement showing what
settlement or arrangement, if any, has
been made with the contractors ; also,
copies of reports of engineers respecting
the several routes in the vicinity of Lake
Nipissing.

Six CHARLES TUPPER: There is
no objection to the motion of the hon.
member for Muskoka. The papers will,
all of themn I expect, be laid upon the
Table of the House in a short time, and
probably it would be more con-
venient to take any discussion in relation
to the papers when the papers are brought
forward.  They will be given at an
early day.

Motion agreed to.

COTEAU DU LAC RAILWAY BRIDGE..
MOTION FOR REPORTS,

Mr. MACKENZIE moved: that an
Address be presented to His Excellency
the Governor-General for copies of the
reports of C. S. Gzowski, Esquire, or
other engineers on the subject of bridging
the River St. Lawrence near Coteau du
Lac ; and also for all correspondence be-
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tween the Government and any parties ' ous thing, to afford facilities for railway

relating to such bridge; and also for all
Ordersin Council and other papersconcern-
ing thesame. Hesaid : this question was
brought before the Railway Committee last
Session, and also before this House, and
there was a very strong opinion expressed
in favour of bridging the river at the point
referred to. The evidence of several en-
gineers was then taken upon the subject,
notably the opinion of Mr. Walter Shanly.
The Government promised to have the
matter examined into and reported on im-
mediately ; but T am not aware that any
decision has yet been given on the subject.
It appears, however, from the newspapers
that a gentleman was appointed to make
the examination. I refer to Mr. Gzowski,
whose engineering qualifications cannot,
1 am inclined to think, be placed nearly
so high as those of Mr. Shanly and
Mr. Paga. Heis not a Civil Engineer
of celebrity so far as I am aware
of ; he has been entrusted with the con-
struction of no great works, except that
he had the building of the Intercolonial
Bridge at Buffalo, as a contractor ; and 1
do not think that there is anythingin his
engineering qualities that places him in
advance of the gentlemen I have men-
tioned. My own conviction last year
was, and my own conviction now is, that
there is no valid objection to building
the bridge across the St. Lawrence at the
place mentioned. I haveto object to the
report made, as it overlooks many im-
portant facts that have a great bearing on
this qdestion. We know, for instance,
that there are no less than eleven bridges
across the Mississippi—at least I am so
informed—the greatest river highway on
the continent ; we know that the same
gentleman, Cclonel Gzowski, built a
bridge over the St. Lawrence at Buffalo
where there is ten times the traflic that
will pass below the proposed bridge at
Coteau du Lac. The evidences are all in
favour of the construction of that work.
As a Canadian, I would not personally
desire to place any serious obstruction on
the St. Lawrence by bridging, but I feel

bound to say that transportation
by rail has become as great as
by water, railweys have so gained

upon pnblic esteem and public utility in
the transportation of merchandise that we

some extent, of the St. Lawrence as a seri-
M=r. MACKENZIE.

traffic. I am satisfied, from my local
knowledge and otherwise, that it would
not be any serious obstruction in this
place, and T hoped the result of enquiry
would show that the Government would
so decide. It was proposed to connect the
Ottawa and Coteau Railroad with the rail-
roads now built or being constructed in
the Ottawa Valley and through the esntre
of Ontario, and alarge proportion of the
opposition to it came from the Grand
Trunk Railway Company, an institution
with which Mr. Gzowski is in intimate
connection. I move for the papers in or-
der that we may as soon as possible have
the views of the Government expressed,
and I hope that any Order in Council that
may be adopted and any document not
expressly called for by this motion but
which may relate to this question will not
be objected to be produced by the hon. the
Minister, and will be laid upon the Table
of the House.

Str CHARLES TUPPER: The papers
are not voluminous, and they will be laid
on Table of the House at an early day. I
may say that there was a very great di-
versity of opinion on the question under
consideration not only among the mem-
bers of the Railway Committee, but also
among engineers of very high standing,
who were called to give evidence before
that Committee. The hon. gentleman
opposite knows very well that a gentleman
in whom he has very great confidence, a
gentleman in whom I myself place great
confidence, and in whom the House would
be disposed to place great confidence, Mr.
Page, the Chiet Engineer of Canada, enter-
tained an opinion adverse to the construc-
tion of the bridge. On the other hand, Mr.
‘Walter Shanly, a gentleman of high stand-
ing, entertained a strong opinion in oppo-
sition to that of Mr. Page; and, in conse-
quence of this conflict of opinion—
their opinions being all entitled to
great weight—it was finally resolved,
and the Government found it necessary,
to obtain further assistance in the solu-
tion of this question. The Government,
in fact, pledged itself to the Com-
mittee that they would obtain the services
of some other able engineer, and, after due
examination and investigation of this ques-
t'cu, decide what the interests of the

cannot look upon a possible obstruction, to | cosntry demanded. Now a good deal of

difficulty was found in fixing upon an
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engineer who possessed the confidence of
the Government, and who would be at the
same time acceptable to the promoters of
this enterprise; and Col. Gzowski was
selected, mnot only because he would be
able to give an independent and impartial
opinion, but because he was found to be
acceptable to the promoters of the enter-
prise. The matter was referred to him,
and I have heard with some little surprise
from the leader of the Opposition that
('ol. Gzowski is not an engineer. But I
helieve that the people of this country
have regarded Col. Gzowskias an engi-
neer possessing qualifications of a high
degree. The very fact that he was equalto
the work of constructing the International
Bridge at Buflalo, to which the hon, mem-
ber has referred, is a proof of his capacity
as a hydraulic engineer of high standing.
At all events, the selection was made in
the belief that he was able to give a valu-
able opinion in relation to the matter.
The hon. gentleman must remember that,
in the main, on the important point con-
nected with this question, Col. Gzowski
concurred with Mr. Page, for whose
opinion the hon. member expresses the
greatest respect.  Under the circum-
stances, the Government felt it impossible
to disregard the statements contained in
Col. Gzowski's report, which com-
mended themselves to their judgment as
judicious, and no time was lost in adopt-
ing the report and placing it in the hands
of the promoters of this enterprise. The
Government had less hesitation in adopt-
ing the report of Col. Gzowski, because he
pointed out that the construction of such
a bridge as alone, was admissible across
the St. Lawrence at the point in question
could no% but be attended with such great
expense as to prevent it being carried out.
He stated it as his opinion that the addi-
tional cost of constructing a high
level bridge would be very insignifi-
cant if any at all, taking into accouut
the maintenance of a draw, and
there would be no difficulty in avoid-
ing all the principal objections to the
bridging of the St. Lawrence at that
point by adopting that course. Under
these circumstances, the Government
adopted the report and the opinions
which Colonel Gzowski arrived at in con-
nection with this question, and at once
communicated with the promoters of this
that work, under the circumstances, they

4
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could mnot permit the construction of a
swing bridge at that point, but that a
bridge such as was indicated would be
allowed to be constructed, the plans and
location first having received the approval
of the Governor-General in Council.

Mr. ANGLIN : It seews to be admit-
ted that what the papers all through the
Dominion have published is a correct copy
of the report of Colonel Gzowski in this
matter. If so, I may say that it contains
some very curious statements. It seems
to me to go the length of condemning
the construction of a bridge of any char-
acter at that particular place, although,
after having proved to lLis entire satisfac-
tion, apparently, that no bridge ought to
be constructed there, Colonel Growsdi
comes, strangely enough, to the con-
clusion that it will be safe to erect a Ligh-
level bridge. He states, awmongst
other things, that one objection to the
proposed bridge is that the piers come
close upon the steamboat channel, where
that channel is tortuous, that the stream
is very rapid and steamers pussing down
are consequently managed with difficulty.
He further states that the line of the
current at that particular spot does not
run according to the line of the piers of
the bridge and his whole argumenv leads
inevitably to the conclusion that a steamer
going down through the bridge—whether
it be a high or a low level Lridge—
must be in great danger, indeed, of com-
ing into collision with the piers. As it
must be necessary to make the piers for a
high level bridge much wider and stronger
than the piers for a low level bridge, the
danger of such a collision must be materi-
ally increased if the bridgebe built at a high
level. Notwithstanding all that, Colonel
Gzowski comes to what seems to be a
strange and extraordinary conclusion—
that a high level bridge may be built
there.  The chief objection to the
low level bridge is that, from Cotean
Landing, where steamers touch, the dis-
tance is but four thousand feet, and that,
while a steamer 1s making that short dis-
tance, where the current runs at the rate
of six knotsanhour and the steamer herself
must be running at a high rate of speed,
it will be difficult or almost impossible for
those in charge of the bridge to have the
swing open in time. But it seems to me
that 1t weuld bea very easy matter indeed
to make regulations that the swing must
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be open before the steamer leaves Coteau
Landing at all. From Coteau Landing
she could very easily signal those in
charge of the bridge, and those in charge
may be bound to open the swing immedi-
ately, under pain of a severe penalty for
neglecting to open it within a proper
time. But there isno necessity whatever
that a steamer should leave Coteau Liand-
ing at all for the purpose of passing
through the bridge until the swing is first
opened. The delay in any case muse be
very trifling. Colonel Gzowski, I think,
in that strange report of his, goes into the
commercial question, a matter with which
he had nothing whatever to do, unless in-
deed he acted in this according to the in-
structions sent to him. But he does under-
take to deal with it, and his conclusions on
this matter are aslameas those on theother.
I understand he is a gentleman of high
reputation as an engineer and otherwise,
and I do not pretend to say that he did
not report exactly what he believes. I
eonfess I do not think it is a report
sufficient at all events to justify either the
Government or this Parliament in refus-
ing a charter to those who ask for the
construction of the bridge if there is
nothing else to prevent the granting of it.
There are other questions raised of great
importance and it is not necessary now to
say whether they should induce us to re-
fuse the charter or not, but I must say that,
having read over the report carefully, and
given it much consideration, I was forced
to the conclusion that it did not justify
the Government in refusing permission
for the construction of a low level bridge.

Mr. MACKENZIE: The hon. the
Minister of Public Works refers to Mr.
Page’s report, and calls my attention to
the fact, as he says, that Mr. Page’s
opinion and Colonel Gzowski’s coincide.

Sz CHARLES TUPPER: On the
main point.

Mzr. MACKENZIE: No, I think not.
I think the hon. gentleman is under a
mistake.  Mr. Page’s whole objection to
it was not the high or the low level, but
that the plers would cause a rise in the
water. Mr. Gzowski never touches that
point, and that was the sole point that
caused the Railway Committee any diffi-
culty in giving an opinion. It was not
whether traffic would be seriously im-
peded, but whether the channel would be
so affected, and the adjacent country so

MR. ANGLIN,
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the country in consequence.
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affected by the rising of the water as to
impose a large amount of damages upon
Now, Mr.
Gzowski has carefully avoided, as far as T
can see, any reference 1o that point. I
only received his report half an hour ago,
but, from my hurried reading of it, there
is nothing in it that contradicts or is
opposed to Mr. Shanly’s conclusions in
that respect.

Sik CHARLES TUPPER:
has not touched that point at all.

Mzr. MACKENZIE: No, but that is
the sole point which was to decide the
policy of building a bridge he had nothing
to do with. He dealt simply with the
engineering difficulties, and the great
point of controversy between Mr. Page
and Mr. Shanly, and I think Mr.
Keefer, was whether the water would
rise in consequence of the piers being
built in a certain position. There is no
man in America in whose judgment I
have more confidence than Mr. Page, but
I was compelled to differ from him on
that occasion, as I could not see that there
was evidence enough to justify usin
believing that the water would be seriously
raised in consequence of piers being
built in the shallow part of the river, or
that the flood of water would be seriously
affected thereby. There is another point
that Col. Gzowski fails to touch, and a
very important point. He says a high
level bridge will not be so serious an in-
convenience as to cost, when compared
with a low level bridge, after deducting
the expense of maintenance of a bridge
which is to be opened or shut when ves-
sels or trains approach. But there is-
another point he has not touched upon—
it would necessitate a very serious grade,
and what we have to contend with prin-

But he

cipally in the construction of our
roads is the difficulty of obtain-
ing a proper grade. Now, as an

instance of what a grade will effect
in promoting the prosperity of roads
let me mention one fact, that the largest
train that can be taken .by the most
powerful engine on the Intercolonial Rail-
way is twenty loaded cars, while, on the
Canada Southern, where the grades are
extremely favourable, every engine takes
from 40 to 45 loaded cars overit, thus re-
ducing the cust of transportation im-
mensely. Now, if the construction of a
high level bridge at this point necessitates,.
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as it must necessitate, a very steep grade,
probably not less than from 50 ft. to 60 ft.
per mile, it would be a most serious ob-
struction, and one that, apart from all
other considerations, must so prejudici-
ally affect the flow of trattie on the road
as to malke it non-paying, when otherwise
it would yield some revenue. Now, we
are not, in this House, or in the Railway
Committee, to be controlled in such mat-
ters by the agency, or influence, or in-
terests of auother railway corporation.
There is no doubt of this, that the Grand
Trunk Railway Company have been great
- opponents of this scheme. I believe that,
when our means of communication are
completed throughout the west, there
will be abundance of room for two great
lines running tastward.  Another objec-
tion was urged in committee by certain
gentlemen, that this line wounld pass into
the United States, but that need not be
dwelt upon, because the Grand Trunk
also passes into the United States, and
the bulk of its traflic goes to a United
States port. All we have to consider is
simply what is best for the interests of
Canada. What are the interests which will
be sacrificed by the Government insisting
upon a high level bridge, when one is not
necessary, and what will be most profit-
able to those who seek another highway
to the sea by the easiest and best pos-
sible route? I have to complain of this
report being somewhat disingenuous also.
Mr. Gzowski quotes the authority of
Major-General Warren, United States
Topographical Engineer, upon the ques-
tion of bridging the Mississippi, but he
forgets to tells us that General Warren’s
opinion did not prevail, that other en-
gineering opinions were wholly against
his, and that, at this moment, there are no
less than eleven low level bridges sus-
pended across the Mississippi, and that
there are charters in existence for bridges
over the St. Lawrence at several other
points, and that one hridge is actually
built. ‘While every prblic convenience
seems to point to the necessity of having
this bridge, it is objected to wholly in the
intevests of the Grand Trunk Railway
and all those who are interested in seeing
the traffic continue to follow that route.
That is what I seriously object to. The
thing has not been treated upon its
merits. There is no man in Canada who
personally commands more respect from
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myself, as from every person else, I think,
than Mr. Gzowski, but I maintain that
there is no reason to believe that his
engineering abilities are such as would
qualify him in being selected to give an
opinion which would be superior to others
mentioned, or justify the Government in
selecting him s an arbiter to decide upon
this point, upon which Mr. Shanly gives
such decided evidence, and which My
Page did not oppose.

Motion agreed to.
CARILLON WORKS CONTRACT.
MOTION TO PRINT.

Mr. MACKENZIE moved that the
return of last Session relative to the Con-
tract of R. P. Cook and Co., on the Carillon
‘Works be printed. He said : Last Session
a return was brought down, and two
small papers containing a report of two
engineers upon a part of the contract
were not printed. As there is no Com-
mittee at present appointed, I make this
motion.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER: I am
afraid it is hardly competent for this
House to pass the motion. I think the
hon. member will bear me out in my re-
collection that the practice has been not
to press a motion, the printing of whicl
involves public expenditure, until the
matter has been reported to the Printing
Committee.

Mr. MACKENZIE : But there is no
Printing Committee to send it to, and
there will not be for some days.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER: I am ex-
tremely anxious that these papers should
be printed, but I do not see how we can
depart from the precedent, and to pass
the motion involves expenditure.

Motion, with leave of the House, with-
drawn.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY ROUTE.

MOTION FOR REPORTS.

Me, MACKENZIE moved for an Ad-
dress to His Excellency the Governor
General for copies of all reports made since
the first day of March, 1879, respecting
any portion of the route or proposed route
of the Pacific Railway ; also, reports of
explorations of any portion of the country
between the neighbourhood of Fort Pelly
and the Pacific Ocean via the Peace River
Valley or Pine River Pass, with copies of
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all Orders in Council respecting such ex-
plorations or the adoption of the route of
the said Pacific Railway ; and also, copies
of all correspondence relating to the same.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER: I haveno
objection to the adoption of this motion,but
it will take some little time to lay before
the House all that is mentioned in this
motion ; but no time will be lost.

Mr. MACKENZIE: I would observe,
in regard to time, that it took very little
time for the hon. gentleman to change
his opinion in regard to adopting wy
route, the Burrard Inlet route, and
I cannot conceive that the documents
can be long when he was able to read
‘them in so short a time.

Sie CHARLES TUPPER: Iam sorry
to find the memory of the hon. member so
defective. I should like him to indicate
when he learned that I changed my
-opinion as to the adoption of the Burrard
Inlet route. The hon. gentleman’s im-
pression is entirely erroneous. Last
‘Session, I frankly stated that, if compelled
to adoptany one of theroutesforthe Canada
Pacific Railway, in the light of all the in-
formation I then possessed, I would adopt
the Burrard Inlet. The Lon. gentleman is
therefore quite under a misapprehension
1in saying 1 changed my mind on the sub-
ject. With reference to the intimation
that some little time would be required, a
-considerable portion of information was
covered by those papers that does not
necessary require to come under the
observation of the Government, inthe deter-
mination of the route through the Rocky
- Mountains; and the reports of those explor-
ations that have been somewhat extended
are now in course of preparation. It was
because we wanted to present them as
fully and carefully as possible that I said
-some little time would pass before the
House would receive all that is covered by
‘this resolution. I shall be very glad to give
the additional information in the Report
of Mr. Marcus Smith upon the recent
-explorations, surveys and locations from
the western boundary of Manitoba to the
valley of.

Mz. MACKENZIE : I was under the
impression that the hon, gentleman had
asked this House to vote that to select
the Burrard Inlet route would be pre-
mature.

Sir CHARLES
-do so.

MR. MACKENZIE.

TUPPER: I did not {
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| been no survey of that locality.

Railway Route.

Mx. MACKENZIE: He was very
anxious to condemn our selection of it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER : I was not.

Mr. MACKENZIE: The hon. gentleman
could nothave been in possession of very
detailed information at the time he gave
expression to anew opinion—though he
says he did not change it. He could only
have had a telegraphic message from Ed-
monton. It was impossible, when the
change took place, when our policy was re-
verted to, that he could have had detailed
reports of the engineers, or they showed
an expedition never known to me in
traversing that country. The hon. mem-
ber for Victoria (Mr. DeCosmos) has sug-
gested to me that it would be desirable to
add the following words:—“Also, copies
of all reports made by Capt.Brundage, up-
on Port Simpson, and the navigation of
Dixon’s Entrance.”

Sik CHARLES TUPPER : I shall be
very glad to furnish the additional in-
formation desired. I wunted it declared
last Session that the location was pre-
mature, giving as a reason the desirability
of further information touching the Pine
River Pass and the more northerly route.
The location of the route which 1, upon
all the information possessed, approved of,
was adopted after we received sufficient
detailed information from the engineering
party which had come through from Fort
Simpson to Edmonton. I do not mean to
say that, if we had not been bound by the
pledge given to the House to take action
during the past season, we would not
have awaited still more detailed informa-
tion. But that information was suffici-
ently accurate to remove any doubt in the
minds of the Government as to the advis-
ableness of adopting the Burrard Inlet
route. When in possession of it, we lost
no time in endeavouring to keep faith
with the House in relation to the ques-
tion.

Mr. DECOSMOS: I asked the hon.

- member for Lambton to amend his motion

as proposed. If it produces no better re-
sult than the publication of the report of
a special and most careful survey of that
part of Port Simpson and the adjacent
waters to the entrance, I believe it willbe
of great advantage ; for, hitherto, there has
It will
be of material advantage. True, Port
Simpson has been surveyed, but, beyond
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the headland, nothing whatever has been
done,

St CHARLES TUPPER : This sub-
ject will be embraced in the reports, all
of which will be brought down,

Mg, ANGLIN : If I understand the
Minister of Railways rightly, I have been
labouring under a misapprehension. I
understood, from reports in the public
papers, that a special surveying party was
sent out to examine the country in the
Peace River District, and ascertain
whether that would be the better route for
the Railway. I think I now understand
that he has received its report. I wus
under the impression that, if he had re-
ceived any report, when the Government
decided in favour of the Burrard Inlet
route it was a report from a number of
gentlemen who, starting from the Pacific
coast, made their way through the western
country, and arrived in this part of the
Dominion long before I supposed it
would be possible to receive anything
like a valuable report from a surveying
party sent out to make an examination.
I would like to know if one of the reports
was received from a party of tourists, in-
cluding a reverend gentlemen of this city
—if in fact that party was not sent out
to make a report.

Sz CHARLES TUPPER : The hon.
gentleman is entirely under a misappre-
hension in this matter. Our information
is not from a party of tourists, but from
some of the ablest engineers in the Gov-
ernment service, Messrs. Cambie and Mec-
Leod. Rev. Mr. Gordon accompanied
them, beinganxious to visit the country
in the capacity of a tourist. I dare say
he acted to some extent as secretary for
those gentlemen, but the report was that
of Messrs. Cambie and McLeod. We had
their opinions and report before us before
the adoption of the Burrard Inlet Route.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

NEGOTIATIONS WITH FRANCE AND
SPAIN.

MOTION FOR INSTRUCTIONS.

Mr. MACKENZIE moved for an
Address to His Excellency the Governor-
General for copies of all instructions
given to Canadian Commissioners respect-
ing negotiations with France and Spain,
with copies of documents conveying Her
Majesty’s canction of such negotiations,
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and all correspondence with the Imperial
Government on the subject. Also, for a
statement showing in detail the several
amounts paid to Canadian Commissioners
or others in connection with such negotia-
tions, with the names of the recipients and
the nature of the services rendered. Also,
for copies of all reports made by such

Commissioners, or any other docu-
ments which will show the pro-
gress made with such negotiations.

He said : We are informed in the Speech
from the Throne that the negotiations in
question had the sanction of Her Majesty.
We were informed last Session that we
would have the first report of the Com-
missioners down before the House rose
last spring, and I hope the hon. gentleman
at the head of the Government will see
that it is laid on the Table at as early a
date as possible. These are papers which
will be essential to our discussion of
financial and trade questions when they
come up. :

Siz SAMUEL L. TILLEY: There
can be no objection to bringing down
these papers, and they will be submitted
at a very early date. The correspondence
relative to the trade with Fraunce was pre-
pared, and we hoped to have been in a
position to have laid it before the House
at the close of last Session, but therc was
some confidential correspondence which
formed a part of it, between the Minister
at Paris and the British Government,
which His Excellencv the Governor-Gene-
ral was anxious to get permission to make
public. It was delayed for that purpose.
I think T laid the papers before the hon.
the leader of the Opposition the last day
of the Session in order that he might have
an opportunity of perusing them. There
will, however, be no delay in the matter.

Mer. MACKENZIE: T desire to sey a
word in reference to the change of opinion
upon this matter of the hon. the leader
ot the Government. The proposal that
Canada should send envoys to foreign
countries was denounced in this House.
I ventured at that time to vote with Sir
Alexander Galt, and when he was con-
demned by his associates on the other side
of the House. I congratulate the hon.
gentleman in coming thus far and in ad-
mitting that Canadians may possibly
manage their own affairs, even in foreign
trade.

Motion agreed to.
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DEPARTMENTAL PRINTING.

MOTION

Mr. ROSS (West Middlesex) moved for
an Address to His Excellency the Gov-
ernor-General, for a return showing copies
of all advertisements calling for tenders
for the Departmental printing, printing
paper, and binding; the names of the news-
papers in which such* advertisements ap-
peared, the specifications and quantities of
the work to be performed, and copies of all
tenders, corregpondence and Orders in
Council relating thereto, and contracts
entered into.

Mr. BOWELL: All the information
asked for by this motion with the excep-
tion of the names of the newspapers in
which the advertisements were inserted,
will appear in the report of the Secretary
of State, which, if not laid on the Table of
the Eouse to-day, can be at any time; and,
if the information in regard to the names
of the newspapers containing the adver-
tisements is desired, that will be brought
down also.

Mr. ROSS : It is not material to have
the names of the newspapers.

Motion, with leave of the House, with-
drawn.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES—IMPORTA-
TION OF CATTLE.

RESOLUTION PROPOSED.

Me. MIT.LS moved : That in the opin-
ion of this House, it is desirable that the
people_of Manitoba and the North-West
Territories be permitted to inport cows
and oxen from the United States. He
said : We are all more or less interested in
the progress of emigration, and hon.
gentlemen opposite have expressed a
“desire to correct any mistakes that have
been made. I am not asking for any
change in the fiscal policy of the country
by this motion, but an Order in Council
was passed, prohibiting cattle being
brought into Canada from the United
States, and a similar order has been made
by the American Government, in retalia-
tion, thus preventing settlers in Manitoba
and the North-West from carrying on
their farming operations. I have had this
matter brought before my notice by per-
sons located there, both by correspondence,
and by being personally called upon, and
they have expressed their intention of
going out next spring to Dakotah and

Mz. Ross.

FOR RETURN.
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Minnesota, unless they are allowed to go
into the adjoining States to purchase their
necessary supplies of oxen and cows to
enable them to subsist. In a large mea-
sure they must subsist on their cattle
until their crops are produced.

Me. POPE (Compton): I quite agree
with the hon. gentleman that it is most
important for the people of Maonitoba

and the North-West and British Columbia

to be allowed to import from the United
States, not only oxen and cows but bulls,
and, looking at it in that light, when we
passed the Order in Council, it was so
framed that it did not apply to Manitoba,
or British Columbia, or the North-West.
Therefore, the people of those parts can
import as many as they like, and conse-
quently I presume that this motion may
be withdrawn.

Mr. MILLS ; I merely stated the fact
that persons have communicated this to
me, both orally and in writing.

Mz, POPE : If the officers of the Gov-
ernment have misrepresented this Order
in Council, it is very much to be regret-
ted.

Mz. MILLS : It would be Mr. Brad-
ley, of Emerson who made the misre-
presentations.

Mg, POPE : What he has represented
is, that it is important that eattle from the
TUnited States should be allowed to gointo
the North-West free of duty. The Lon.
gentleman is mistaken as to the opinion
My, Bradley entertains about this mat-
ter.

Mr. RYAN (Marquette): The hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) said he
did not desire that the Government should
alter its fiscal policy. I think it would be
as well if the Government could alter
its fiscal policy. It would advance the
interests of the emigrants to the North-
West if they could be allowed to import
cattle duty free ; and I hope they will be

| allowed to do so.

Mr. MILLS: If the Order in Council
does not prolibit the importation of cattle
into Manitoba end the North-West, I do
not wish to press the motion, but repre-
sentations lhave been made to me that
they have been prohibited.

Mz, POPE (Compton): If the hon.
gentleman has  information of that
kind, the mistake shall not occur again ;
but I am sure, from my information from
Mzr. Bradley, thatitis notso. If, however,
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-this has really taken place, he should be

censured for it. .
Motion, with leave of the House, with-

drawn.
MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

The following motions for Returns
were severally agreed to :—

Address—Copies of all papers and Correspon-
dence exchanged bhetween the Giovernment of
Canada and the Imperial Government, in re-
ference to the admission of cattle from the
TUnited States into Canada and from Canada
into England, be laid upon the Table of The
House.—(Mr. Carcn.)

Address—Coypies of all tenders for works
on the Pacific Railway since January, 1879 ;
copies of all tenders received, showing the
names af all sureties, the nature of the deposit
made as collateral security; and the
names of the parties to allow any contracts
have been awarded; also, copies of all
Departmental reports respecting such tenders :
Orders in Council and correspondonce, not
heretofore brougnt down.—(3/r. Mackenzie.)

Address—Copies ot all tenders receivedin
1878, and subsequently, for the works on the
Carillon Canal and Darm ; also, for all Orders
in Council awarding the contracts for such
works ; also, all Reports respeeting such works
from the Minister of Railways and Canals, or
tiie Departmental Engineers, made since the
Return brought down last Session ; also, for
copies of all Correspondence respecting the
letting of such contracts as are now existing.—
{Mr. Mackenzie.)

Order of the House—Return showing the
expenses, in detail, incurred by the several

Members of the Government, and any
other person or persons in the service
of the Government, or paid by the

Government, sent to England or elsewhere, on
beha]f of the Government, or in the service of
the Government, from the lst day of November,
1878, to date.—(Mr. Cameron, South Huron.)
Address—Detailed statements showing : 1.

All judgments rendered by the Supreme
and Exchequer Courts in sunits, from

Sth October, 1873, to 1st January, 1850 ; 2. The
‘names of all parties to each of such suits ; 3.
The amounts of debt or claim in each of such
suits ; 4. The amount of costs in each of such
suits ; 5. The date of commencement and ter-
mination of each of such suits ; 6. The amount
of fees paid to the Registrar of said Courts,
from 8th October, 1875, to date of statewent,
—(Mr. Keeler.)

Order of the House—Return of the employés
on that portion of the Intercolonial Railway ex-
tending from Riviére du Loup to Chaudierc ;
also, the salaries they receive and the nation-
ality to which they belong. —(3r. Grandbois.)

Urder of the House—Return showing the ex-
ports and imports, in detail, from and into the
Dominion of "Canada, during the six months
ending the 1st day of January, 1880, and also
for those during the six months ending the
1st day of January, 1879.—(Sir Richard J.
Cartwright.)

Order of the House—Return showing the re-
celpts and expenditure, in detail, of the Do-
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minion of Canada, during the six months ending
the 1st day of January, 1880 ; and also during
the six months ending the 1st day of January,
1879.—(Sir Richard J. Cartwriyht.)

Order of the House—Return of all vessels
carrying cargoes of tea direct from China and
Japan, entered at any port of the Dominion of
Canada, and at any port in the United States
in transite to Canada.—(Sir Richeard J. Cart-
wright.)

Order of the House——Return showing a state
ment of the several sums of money on deposit
to the credit of the Dominjon of Canada, to-
gether with a list of the several banks in which
the same are deposited ; also, of all sums on de-
posit with the agents of the Dominion or any
other parties in England, on the 1st day of De-
cember, 1879, and on the 1st day of February,
1880, showing the rate of interest then payable
in each case.—(Sir Richard J. Certwriylit.)

Order of the House—Leturn showing what
drawback was allowed on goods manufactured
in Canada in 1879, and exported ; to whom
paid, and description of goods.—(Mr. Firming.)

Order of the House—Statement showing :
1. Abstract of expenditures compared with
Estimates for the year 1878-9; 2. Unprovided
items for the same period ; 3. Balances of ap-
propriations lapsed for the same period ; 4. Bal-
ances carried forward for the same period ; 3,
General abstract of expenditure for the same
period ; to be prepared in the same form in which
they have been formerly placed in the Public Ac-
counts for several years past.—(Sir Richard J.
Cartwright.)

Order of the House—Statement showing
the principal classes of exports and imports, in
detail, by Provinces, for the six months ending
on the lst January, 1880, and for the same
period of 1879 ; showing also, the several coun-
tries to which and whence the said exports and
imports have been exported or received ; also,
showing the several rates of duty levied thereon,
and, in the case of non-dutiable goods, the
several classes of goods composing the same,—
(Wir Richard J. Cartwright.)

Order of the House—Statement showing
the quantities of sugar entered at the principal
ports of entry of Canada for the six months
ending on lst Januury, 1880, and for the same
period of 1879.—(Sir Rickard J. Cartwrigit.)

Order of the House—Statement showing
the amount of securities bearing six per cent.
payable in Canada outstanding on the lst day
of February, 1880.—(Sir Richard J. Cuvirwriyht.)

Order of the House—Return showing the
terms on which the Dominion Loans, including
the last loan of £3,000,000 stg., were negotiate
in London; together with the prospectus and
form of tenders, the rates obtained for the eaid
Loans, the commissions and all other expenses
incurred in negotiating the same; and all cor-
respondence between tne Minister of Finance
and the Agents of the Dominion, or any other
parties respecting the same.—(Sir Richard J.
Cartweright.)

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.
CONTRACTS PRESENTED,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER laid before
the House—the several articles of agree-
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ment entered into between the con-
tractors and Her Majesty Queen Vic-
toria, represented by the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals, in connection with the !
Canadian Pacific Railway.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

SPECIAL COMMITTEE APPOINTED,

Resolverl, That a Special Committee of seven
members be appointed to prepare and report,
with all convenient speed, lists of members to l

compose the Select Standing Commit-
tees ordered by the House on the
12th instant, said Committee to be

composed of Sir John A. Macdonald, Sir]
Leonard Tilley, Sir Charles Tupper, and
Messrs. Masson, Mackenzie, Holton and |
Laurier.—{8ér John A. Macdonald.)

RELIEF OF THE DISTRESS IN IRELAND.
QUESTION.

Mr. MACKENZIE : I would like to
ask whether the Government have taken
the steps they proposed to take to send
whatever contribution is to be made to
the Irish Relief Fund. I suggested on
Friday evening that whatever issentshould
be sent quickly, so that it may do the
greatest amount of good.

Sik JOHN A. MACDONALD: It
is the intention of the Government to
adopt the precedent of the grant made by
Parliament to the sufferers from the
Crimean War. There will be a Message
from the Governor-General calling the at-
tention of the House to the matter, and
specifying the sam. I shall then move foran
Address from this House, and that will be
communicated to the other House when
adopted ; it will be a joint Address.

House adjourned at
Ten minutes before
Five o'clock.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Tuesday, 17th February, 1880.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock.
PrAYERs.
BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally in-
troduced and read the first tine :—

Bill (No. 6) To amend the Act respecting the
Election of Members of the House of Commons.
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—(Mr. Bolduc.)
Sir CHARLES TUPPER!

of Procedure.

Bill (No. 7) To consolidate and amend the
Acts respecting the Inland Revenue.—(ar.
Baby.)

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAJILWAY—
IMPERIAL AID.

QUESTION.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, Whether there
is any correspondence between the Cana-
dian and Imperial Governments, or any
report showing the result of the resolution
of last Session, whereby the Government
was authorised and directed to use its best
efforts to secure the cooperaticn of the
Imperial Government, and to obtain fur-
ther aid, by guarantee or otherwise, in the
construction of the Pacific Railway, and
whether any such correspondence or report
will, at an early day, be laid before Par-
liament.

Sk JOHN A. MACDONALD : I beg
leave to state that there has been a confi-
dential communication made to the Right
Hon. the Secretary of State for the Colo-
nies, in writing, on the subject of Imperial
aid for the construction of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, which it is not in the in-
terest of the public to lay before Parlia-
ment at present. But there is no report
on the subject, and no aid has been pro-
wised by the Imperial Government,

A QUESTION OF PROCEDURE.

Mr. MACKENZIE: Mr. Speaker, I
desire again to call your aitention to the
matter to which I called it the other
evening. You stated in your remarks
then, that a Bill in a printed shape was
put into your hands.

Mr. SPEAKER : Not when I put the
motion.

Mr. MACKENZIE : No, but after-
wards. The title of the Bill reads :
“Act to repeal the Insolvency Laws now
in force in the Dominion of Canada. Re-
ceived and read the first time, Monday,
3rd March, 1879. Second reading, 17th
March, 1879.” Singularly enough, the
name of Mr. Béchard is scored out and
that of Mr. Colby put in its place,

Mg. SPEAKER: Itis not the same
copy, I am sure, because someone called my
attention to it. The hon. member asked
me if it was a Bill of last Session. I
looked at the back of the Bill and saw it
was dated for this year, 1880.

Mr. MACKENZIE : If you received
a copy, of areprinted Bill, it ought to have
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been marked as printed in the Minutes,
as the Clerk assures me that this Bill was
sent to him.

Me. SPEAKER : Theremust be some
misunderstanding. I know very well the
Bill which was put into my hands bore
upon its back the date of the present
year.

Mr. HOLTON : I presume that was
the manuscript, the covering of the Bill.
The copy was sent up afterwards probably.

Mr. SPEAKER: Not at all ; T looked
at 1t.

Mgz. COLBY : I think the hon. mem-
ber is in error in saying that thisis a copy
of the Bill that was placed in your hands.
The Bill that was placed in your hands is
a duplicate form of the Bill, which will be
printed for the second reading without
any change whatever. Ihad an individ-
nal memorandum upon the Bill which was
placed i.: your hands, which does not ap-
pear upon this Bill. It may refresh your
memory, Mr. Speaker, when I vre-
mark that, after you had passed that to
the Clerk, and the Clerk had returned it
to you, I saw an hon. member of this
House request you for a copy of the Bill
which you had in your hands, which was
the same Bill that I handed to you, which
you passed to the Clerk, and which the
Clerk returned to you afterwards. That
hon. member may now have in his poss-
ession, and may have inadvertently omitted
to return toyou orto the Clerk the orig-
inal which I presented to you, which you
passed to the Clerk, and which the Clerk
afterwards returned to you.

Mz. SPEAKER: I remember very
well I gave a French eopy of the same Bill
te two hon. gentlemen of this House.

Mr. HOLTON: If the hon. member
for Stanstead (Mr. Colby) presented a
Bill to this House printed with his own
name, there eould be no doubt whatever
as to the legality of his proceedings, but
there must be other copies of this Bill,
and, in view of the misunderstanding and
confusion which seems to have arisen, it
would no doubt be very satisfactory if my
hon. friend from Stanstead would favour
us with another copy of his Bill of this

ear.

Mr. SPEAKER : The Clerk has just
handed me the manuscript which was put
into the hands of the Law Clerk, received
Monday, February 16th, 1880, reading :
“Mr. Colby, Act to repeal the Acts res-
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of Procedure.
pecting Insolvency mnow in force in the
Dominion of Canada.” This copy I am
sure is not the copy I had in my hands
yesterday. It would be easy to ascertain
all about the matter if I had the French
copy which I saw, because I handed the
French copy to a member of this House

Mg. COLBY : T will say, in order to
be more explicit, and that the House may
see that I am not in error, in stating that
it is not the Bill which T placed in your
hands, that the Bill which I placed in
your hands yesterday was a Bill which,
before doing so, I referred to my hon.
friend from Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girou-
ard) for his revision, and he, in his own
handwriting, noted what he conceived
would be the proper addition of the Bill.
That was before the presentation of the
Bill, which was placed in jyour hands
with my rame on the back of it; and
that is certainly not the Bill. The Clerk
has, erroneously perhaps, had another
copy which was used as adraft. T think
you will recollect that, while the Bill was
upon your desk, after it was sent to
the Clerk, an hon. member of this
House requested the privilege of taking
the Bill, and that he took the Bill which
should have been handed to the Clerk.

Mr. SPEAKER : Here is the Frencle
copy exactly. I had two copies in my
hand: an English version, and a French
version, and here is the French version I
handed to the hon. gentleman from Iber-
ville (Mr. Béchard).

Mgr. GTROUARD : I recollect perfect-
ly well that yesterday, when the hon. mem-
ber for Stanstead, (Mr. Colby) showed me
the Bill printed, as the seconder of the
Bill, I made a little amendment in my own
handwriting. Most assuredly the Bill,
which was a few moments ago in the
hands of the hon. member for Stanstead
is not the one I saw yesterday.

Mgr. MACKENZIE: I woald never
have dreamed of doubting the statement
of the hon. gentleman himself that he
presented the Bill, but I was not aware of
it. I asked the Clerk for the Bill which
wag presented after you stated that you
saw 1t in French, and I got a copy of the
Bill of the hon. member for Iberville (Mr.
Béchard) of last year from the Clerk, and
it was my duty in this instance Lo point
out to the House that there had been some
mistake about it, and that the hon. gentle-
man’s Bill was not entitled to precedence,
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The moment he stated that he did present
the Bill, I would never have dreamt of
disputing his word.

THE MURRAY CANAL.
MOTION FOR REPORTS.

Mr. KEELER moved for an Order of
the House for copies of all reports of
Engineers of the Department of Rail-
ways and Canals since 1878, upon the
Musrray Canal, by way of the original

Canal Reserve. in the township of
Murray.
Mr. McCUAIG moved in amend-

ment that the following words be added
to the motion :—“And also of all other
surveys made at any time for the site of
the Murray Canal, not already laid be-
fore Parliament.”

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY ACCIDENTS.

MOTION FOR RETURN.

Mr. MacDONNELL (Inverness) moved
for an Order of the House for a return of
the number of accidents which have oc-
curred on the Intercolonial Railroad since
the first day of January last, with the
date, nature, and eXxtent of each. He
said : I am prompted to make this enquiry
owing to the fact that, during my journey
to this city a few days ago, which journey
occupied three days on the railway, three
accidents occurred, two upon the Inter-
colonial Railway and one upon the
branch line between Riviere du Loup
and Point Lévis. The first of these ac-
ccidents ocenrred near New Glasgow, and
this House and the country have heard
with regret that that accident resulted in
the death of the engineer then on the train.
T heard the news of that accident im-
mediately after my arrival at Pictow. On
the following day, the 11th inst., I heard
that the engine had left the track in a
dangerous locality on the road between
Travo and Halifax, and the accident,
though not resulting in a loss of life, re-
suited in a great loss of property. The
next day another accident occurred to the
train upon which I was travelling, when
two wheels of the tender got off the track,
and the train ran several hundred yards
in that position. This was very disquiet-
ing to the passengers. We were all much
pleased when we arrived at the end of the
jouraey. When I heard the Govern-

Mr. MACKENZIE.

[COMMONS.]

Railway Accidents.

ment inform this House that they had
observed the strictest economy in the
management of our railroads, and coupled
this with the circumstances I have
just mentioned, I was struck with
the necessity of an enquiry of the kind [
now make. I think it is the duty of this
House to see that economy, which in
itself is most laudable, does not imperil
the lives of persons travelling on the rail-
road, and does not deter the public gene-
rally from using it as much as they other-
wise would. No person will be more
happy than myself if, when the informa-
tion comes down, it is found that there is
no cause for alarm, notwithstanding that
these several accidents occurred in’ such
quick succession. I hope that such ex-
perience as mine is not common, and that,
when the information comes down, it will
prove that this economy which has been
introduced in the management of the
railroad is quite consistent with the
safety of those travelling over the road,
and with the general utility of the road.

Siz CHARLES TUPPER : Tam ex-
tremely glad the hon, member for Inver-
ness has made this motion, because it will
afford an opportunity of disabusing the
House and the public mind of an impres-
sion which is laboriously endeavoured to be
circulated throughout the country, that
the economy which has been practised in
connection with the Intercolonial Railroad
has been effected at the exnense of the per-
manent way and the rolling stock. I am
prepared to invite the most exhaustive
examination into that question. Iam free
to say that » more mistaken economy—it
would not be economy but extravagance
—could not be practised than a diminu-
tion of the expenditure at the cost of the
permanent way, or the efficiency of the
rolling stock. I can only assure the
House that I have taken the utmost
pains to satisty myself that neither the
one nor the other has been made in the
slightest degree to suffer in this way. I
am satisfied that it can be well established
that the permanent way and the rolling
stock never were in a state of greater
efficiency than at this moment. The
road never has been operated in a more
thoroughly efficient manner than during
the past year, as regards speed, regularity
of trains or safety from accidents. While
the Government has been obliged in for-
mer years to pay large sums for accidents
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to passengers and loss of life upon the
road, I am happy to say that, during the
past vear, no accident to a passenger has
oceurred in the operation of this railway.
As regards accidents to employés, the road
will compare very favourably with the
past history of the road or the experience
of other roads.

ou this railway, in consequence of a loco-
motive going over an embankment ; it
was not caused by any any deficiency in
the rolling stock, or any defective wheel,

but by a new frog, which showed
no indication of any weakness at
the point where the fracture occur-
ved. The tracture may have been

due to the changes and severity of the
weather, aud could not have been fore-
seen or prevented by any possible care.
No doubt, the rolling stock of the road has
been taxed to its utmost capacity, owing
to the impossibility, up to the present,
of obtaining the requisite rolling stock for
the Riviére #u Loup section, acquired in
August iast, notwithstanding our obtain-
ing of ail the rolling stock procurable
from the Grand Trunk Railway; and our
rolling stock will continue to be over-
taxed until our new supply for that section
is completed. The rough condition of a
portion of that section, which must so re-
main till we are able in spring to relay it
with steel, must involve a great pressure
upon the rolling stock.
Motion agreed to.
RELIEF OF THE DISTRESS IN IRELAND.
MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

) Sz JOHN A, MACDONALD de-
livered a Message from His Excellency
the Governor-General,

) MP SPEAXKER read the Message, and
1t 18 as follows :—
¢“ LORXE,

““The Governor-General recommends to the
consideration of the House of Commons the pro-

vriety of granting £100,000 for the relief of the
present great distress in Iveland.

** GovERKAEST HOUSE,
‘ Orrawa, 17th February, 1880 ”
COMMISSIONERS FOR THE MANAGE-

MENT OF THE INTERNAL ECONOMY
OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

.Sk JOHN A. MACDONALD de-
livered a Message from His Excellency the
Governor-General,

I deplore very much the |
loss of the life of an employé the other day |

Mgr. SPEAKER read the Message, and
it is as follows :—

‘“ LORNE,

““The Governor-General transmits to the
House of Commons an approved Minute in
Council, appointing the Right Hon. Sir
John A. Macdonald, Minister of the Imterior,
the Hon. Sir Leonard Tilley, Minister of
Tinance, the Hon. Sir Charles Tupper, Min-
ister of Railways and Cavals, and the Hon.
G. Baby. Minister of Inland Revenne, to
act with the Speaker of the House of Com-
mons as Commissioners for the purposes and
under the provisions of the Act 31 Victoria,
Chapter 27, intituled : ‘An Act respecting the
Internal Economy of the House of Commons,
and for other purposes.’

““ GoveErxMEXT Hotsg,
“OTrawa, 17th February, 1880.”
House adjourned at
Five minutes after
Four o'clock.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
Wednesday, 1Sth February, 18S0.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock.
PravERS.
BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally intro-
duced, and read the first time :—

Bill (No. 8) To amend the Act respecting
Joint Stock Companies to construct works to
facilitate the tramemission of timber down
Rivers and Streams.—(ir White, Nortn Ben-
Jrow)

Biil (No. 9) Respecting the Boundary between
the Province of Ontario, and the Territories of
Canada.—(Mr. Mills.)

BOUNDARY BETWEEN OXTARIO AND
UNORGANISED TERRITORIES OF
THE DOMINION.

MOTION FOR COMMITTEE ADJOURNED.

Mgr. DAWSON : Mr. Speaker, I
hring forward this motion because I be-
lieve the time las arrived when some
action should be taken in the matter to
which it refers. I agsumed the initiative
in drawing attention to the subject last
| Session, because the debateable ground of
the boundaries was in my constituency.
If the recent award should be carried out,
the district which 1 have the honour
to represent, will be as large as all the
Maritime Provinces combined, with New-
foundland and Gaspé added. It would have

the great lakes of the Dominion for ity
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boundaries on the south ; on the north it
would cover some hundreds of miles on the
shores of Hudson’s Bay, and reach on the
west, it to the borders of the great
prairies. There would, in that case, be
something like half a continent in one
constituency. Before the award can take
effect, however, it requires the sanction of
Parliament, but any action on the part of
this House cannot reasonably be asked for
without the fullest possible informationand

I know of no way in which that informa-

tion can be so readily obtained as by
means of a Committee empowered to ex-
amine witnesses, and send for persons and
papers. There has besn a great deal of
writing about the extent of French
Canada, and the claims of the Merchant
Adventurers of England trading to Hud-
son’s Bay, but much of it, however valu-
able in a historical view, is irrelevant as
regards the question at issue, and docu-
ments, which are of great intrinsic value,
are buried in what I may call mountain
masses of foreign matter. Only one side
of the case has received any considerable
degree of attention, and the advocates on

that side have culled from these volumin- |

ous writings such documents as seem to
support their views. They have acted,
not as statesmen dealing with a great
national question, which, from their high
position they might have been expected
to do, and should have done, but like
retained advocates who do not hesitate to
exaggeratethe strong and conceal the weak
points of their case. They have gone so
far as to ignore and set aside Acts of the
Imperial Parliament, to d’stort the evi-
dence afforded by Imperial Proclamations
and Commissions to Governors, and, being
practically unopposed, have in this way
succeeded in obtaining a verdict of which
I would say that, however much it might
be to their own individual liking is
certainly not in the best interests of
Ontario or the Dominion at large. This
is a case in which all the Provinces
are greatly, I may say, equally inter-
ested, and in which whatever should
conduce most to the general advantage
would be most in the interests of Ontario.
It is not a case into which party politics
should, or I believe can, enter at all. I
will not go largely into the merits of vhe
award at present, but I would point out
several reasons why I beligve it is desir-
able that this House should be in posses-

Mgz, Dawsox,

[COMMONS.] and Unorganised Territories.

ion of more information than it now has,
before being called upon to legislate in a
matter in reference to which the action
to be taken must have a lasting influence
for good orill on the Dominion. In the
first place, I would call attention to the
fact that, in dealing with the Western
Boundaries, the advocates, who alone
seem to have had anything to say in
the matter, have utterly ignorea two Acts
of the Imperial Parliament, which, taken
in connection with the Imperial Proclama-
tion of 1763, are tolerably clear as to the
matter of boundary. I allude to the Act
of 1803 (43 Geo. III, cap. 138) and the
Act of 1821 (1 and 2 Geo. IV, cap.
66). The first of these Acts describes
the Indian Territories as being * not
within the limits of the Provinces of
Lower or Upper Canada or either of
them ;” and the next refers to these same
territories as being “to the Northward
and Westward of the Provinces of
Upper and Lower Canada.” The position
of the Indian Territories so decidedly
specified in these Imperial Acts, as being
beyond the limits of Lower or Upper
Canada, should have been clearly ascer-
tained and submitted to the Arbitrators
before asking them to make an award, as
they had no power togo beyond or interfere
with lines fixed by Acts of the Imperial
Parliament. 1t may be said that the
limits of these Indian Territories were
never defined, but the Imperial Proclama-
tion of 1763, to which 1 have already re-
ferred, will throw some light on the
subject. It is as follows :—

«“And we do further declare it to be our
Royal will and pleasure to receive under our
Sovereignty, protection and dominion, for the
use of the said Indians, all the lands and terri-
tories not included within the limits of our
three new Governments, or within the limits of
the territory granted to the Hudson’s Bay Com-
pany. as also all the land and territories lying
to the westward of the sonrces of the rivers
which fall into the sea from the west and nerth-
west, as aforesaid.”

The lines produced by the Arbitrators
are drawn without the slightest regard
to these Indian Territories or the Imperial
Acts of 1803 and 1821 ; therefore, I be-
lieve that their award—if for no other
reason—should be received with caution
by this House. But there are many
other reasons why it should be carefully
considered before being accepted, and
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among these is the fact that, on the north-
east and north, it gives to Ontario a
Jarge extent of territory which she does
not want, has never claimed, and has no
earthly right to. If any territory at all
had ever belonged to the Hudson's Bay
Company, it was surely that on the con-
tines of Hudson’s Bay. That Company,
as was well known, held but a
troubled tenure for the first forty years of
its existence, but, after the Treaty
of TUtrecht (1713), there never has
been a question as to its rights to the
territory bordering on Hudson’s Bay. The
Company has been in undisturbed pos-
session from the date of the Treaty of
Utrecht, up to the time at which they
transferred their toritorial rights in virtue,
of a payment of a million and a half
of dollars to the Dominion. Surely a pos-
session practically undisturbed for a hun-
dred and fifty years should of itself consti-
tute some claim, and yet the award utterly
ignores all claims and righvs whatever in
the direction of Hudson’s Bay.  Again, as
regards the Western Boundary, the Act
of 1774 (14 Geo. III, cap. 83) commonly
known as the Quebec Act, had fixed the
western limiv of the Province of Quebec,
as bounded by a line drawn “ northward ”
from the point of junction of the Ohio and
Mississippi to the territories of the Mer-
chant Adventurers trading to Hudson’s
Bay. Now, the territories of the Mer-
chant Adventurers are, in the maps of
those days, exhibited asextending inland
for a hundred miles or two from the
shores of Hudson’s Bay, and the advocates
opposing the Dominion have striven hard
to show that they came no further inland,
50 that, admitting that these térritories
are delineated with some degree of ac-
curacy, aline drawn northward from the
point indicated in the Act would have
rather been to the eastward than to the
westward of north ; yet it is elaimed that
northward meant north-westward along
the banks of the Mississippi. How absurd
this contention is, a single glance at the
admirable map compiled by the Gov-
ernment of Ontario will show, On
reference to that map, it will be seen
that such a line would not have gone to
the territories of the Merchant Adven-
turers, as then known, at all, but on the
contrary, would have run far to the west
of them, among the slopes of the Rocky
Mountains ; therefore, I consider that

the integrity of an award which ignores
this northward line, established, as it was
by Act of the Imperial DParliament,
should be regarded with extreme caution.
Another reason why the House should
not be asked to confirm the award with-
out investigation exists in the fact that
the advocates opposing the Dominion have
suggested no less than eleven different
western boundaries for Ontario, and as
many as ten northern boundaries with
ndt one of which does the award agree,
so that, on the showing of the counsel for
Ontario, the Arbitrators are decidedly in
error. No one could be more anxious to
advance the interests of Ontario than I
am, but I doubt very much whether it
would be to her advantage that this
award should be confirmed. Ontario has
no means of dealing adequately with these
distant territories, and whatever policy
would lead to their most speedy develop-
ment would be the most in ler interest.
The land, until the Indian title was
extinguished, belonged in fact to the
Indians. The Dominion Government
had purchased it from them or at least a
portion of it—some 50,000 square miles,
or so—in lieu of which the Indians had
annuities paid to them which, with other

allowances, amounted annually to
about $25,000 or $30,000. The resi-
due of the territory within the

limits designated by the award might
cost as much more, so that it would
eventually involve Indian payments to
the tune of some $50,000 or $60,000 an-
nually. Of course, the payments to the
Indians form in fact a lien on the land,
and Ontario is in no position to assume
such burdens, more especially, as the
opening up, organisation and develop-
ment of these vast regions would cost her
millions more. In this territory, she
would have a white elephant which might
amuse the people at first, but the older
districts would soon become weary of so
costly a pet. The true policy, in my
opinion, would be to come to some are
rangement with Ontario by which the
whole of Algoma, including the new terri-
tory, could be formed inio a separate
Province. It is with the cities and the
settlements of Ontario that the trade of
these new regions must always be, As a
Province, their great natural resources
would become sooner developed, and
therefore it is in the interest of Ontario
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that a new Province should be formed.
It shouid never be forgotten that the
claims of Quebec to, and interest in, all
the territories of Old Canada beyond the
limits of the Provinces were equal to
those of Upper Canada. Quebec and
Upper Canada, for a long period,
exercised concurrent jurisdiction in these
territories, and previous to the Union,
Quebec had issued writs for exeeution at
Lake Superior, in the vicinity of Fort
‘William, as Upper Canada had also done.
There is one other question connected
with this matter which I think deserving of
the gravest consideration. It is this: when
the scheme of Confederation, which was so
happily carried out, was under considera-
tion, the part of the then Province of
Canada known as Canada West, had cer-
tain well defined limits. In general estima-
tion, it was considered tohave beenbounded
north and west by the Height of Land.
Had it then been suggested that its area
would, in the near future, be more than
doubled by the addition of the fairest
poriion of the vast territories at that time
claimed by, and afterwards purchased
from, the Hudson’s Bay Company, would
the other Provinces have consented to an
arrangement which they mnst have be-
lieved would ultimately give to Ontario a
vastly preponderating influence in the Con-
federacy. It will not be out of place I con-
ceive to refer to documents which have
been called for and laid before another
Legislature. Among these is a letter
bearing date the 23rd September last,
addressed to the Secretary of State, in
which the Government of Canada is called
on to confirm the award. The reasons for
making this demand arc set forth at some
length, and, in arguing the case, the
following passage occurs :-—

¢ If the merits of the award have been con-
sidered by tie Government of Canada,they will
have observed certain preliminary things in
connection with the question which were and
are beyond controversy. Among these are the
facts that Oatario is entitled to the same limits
as Upper Canada had, whatever these were ;
that these limits embrace as much of the
British Territory, west of the division line be-
tween Ontario and Quebec, ag belonged to
France before the Cession of 1763, and (what
is the same thing) as much as belonged to the
Province of &€anada before Confederation.”

Before the Cession of 1763, the whole
continent, west of the Ohio, belonged to
France,or was at least claimed by France,

Mg. Dawsox,
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and, if Ontario had now all that re-
mained to Britain after the War of Inde-
pendence, her boundaries would extend to
the Arctic Sea on the north, and to the
Rocky Mountains or Paecific Oeean on

the west. But the Province of
Upper Canada mnever did embrace
as much of the British Territory

west of tho division line as belonged to
France before the Cession of 1763, and
what belonged to Canada before Confeder-
ation, is not by any means the same thing.

The Provinee of Quebec was limited to
the west and north by the Proclamation of
1763, which reserved all lands west and
north of the St. Lawrence water-shed for
the use of the Indians, and the Imperial
Act of 1803, as well as the Imperial Act
of 1821, clearly specifies the Indian terri-
tories as being beyond the Provinces of
Upper and Lower Canada, or either of
them, and these Indian territories are part
of the territory which belonged to France
before the Cession of 1763. A little fur-
ther on in the same document, a great deal
is attempted to be made of the expressions
used in Commissions to Governors, but

surely a Commission issued eighty orninety
years ago should have no more weight
than a Commissionissued forty or forty-five
years ago; and the Commissions of the lat-
ter time, although they extended the juris-
diction of the Governors to the shores of
the Hudson’s Bay on the north, restricted
it to Liake Superior on the west, so that,
admitting for the moment all that the ad

vocates of a vast westward extension claim
invirtue of Commissions to Governors,
the same authority which gave those ex-
tensions can curtail them, and, aceording
to the Commissions to the several Govern-
ors from 1838 up to the Union, the
western boundary of Upper Canada was.
limited to Lake Swperior. The same
authority which earried the boundary to
the shores of Hudson’s Bay on the north
confined it to Lake Superior on the west,

so that, if the argument made use of in
this decument were carried to its logieal
conclusion, it would, in fact, tell against
the claims of Ontario, and that very
seriously.  Commissions to Governors
might extend jurisdiotion, but they
could not alter boundaries established by
Imperial Acts. I believe the jwrisdiction
of the Governors of the old Province of
Quebes extended to the point at which the
due western line frem the Lake of the
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Woods touches the waters of the Missis-
sipp1, but this does not alter the boundaries
as established by the Quebec Act; and
the Act of 1803, giving concurrent
jurisdiction to Upper Canada and Quebec,
in the Indian Territories, effectually
gettled the matter. The doeument goes
on to say :

«Further, the Territoryso awarded to Ontario
is less than was comprised in Upper Canada,
according to the true intent and meaning of the
Quebec Act, 1774, as shown by its recitals and
by its known objeets and its history, including
the proceadings thereon in the House of Com-
mons, as reported in the ‘Cavendish Debates,’
and as set torth in ths letter of the Right Hon.
Edmund Burke, dated 2nd August, 1774, to his
constituents, the Provinee of New York, whose
agent he was at the time.”

The lstter of the Right Hon. Edmund
Burke refers solely to the boundaries of the
then Provinee of New York of which hewas
the agent, and the true intent and mean-
ing of the Quebec Act, 1774, as explained
in the judgment given by the highest
Court existing in Canada in 1818, is very
ditferent from that claimed for it in this
paper. The advocates opposing the Dom-
inion always try to makelittle of the unani-
mous decision of the Judges in the De
Reinhard case, but let any unprejudiced
person read the report of that trial, and he
will see that the whole ease hinges on the
matter of the boundaries. He will see
that the case was most ably argued on
both sides, that there was no want of in-
formation, and that those taking the Up-
per Canada view argued the matter with
a power and an eloquence which contrast
very strongly with the feeble arguments
put forth in the same direction nowa-
days. The Judges who gave their deci-
sion on that occasion, as to the western
boundary of Upper Canada were as high
in position, and as able to come to a reason-
able decision, as the Arbitrators who made
the late award, and they had evidently
studied the case, which the latter do not
seem to have done. But it is said in this
paper thai “the decision was come to with-
out the Court being aware of the terms of
the Royal Commissions to the Governors.”
On this point, the Court ruled that the
Crown could extend the jurisdiction or
withdraw it again within narrower limits.
This is admitted by the present advocates
of the westward extension of Ontario, and
what would they make of the later
Royal Commissions limiting the western

jurisdietion of Upper Canada to Lake
Buperior. In elaiming so much for these
Commissions, which are often contradic-
tory the onec of the other, they seem to
have forgotten that the rule might work
both ways. The paper goes on to say:
“ De Reinhard though clearly guilty, was
not executed, and the only known or sup-
posed reason for pardoning him is that
the British Government were advised that
the conclusion of the Court was not main-
tainable.” This is begging the question
with a vengeance. The true cause of the
pardon was that the case was considered
by the Imperialanthorities tohavebeen one
of homicide or manslaughter rather than
of murder. For, in the official doeuments
of the time, the country is described as
being in a state of * private warfare” and
in fact a war in which many lives were
lost had been for a long time going on be-
tween two powerful rival corporations—
the Hudson’s Bay Company and the old
North-West Company of Canada. The
document goes on te refer to what the
Hudson’s Bay Company were content
with in 1701, thirty years afterthe date
of their Charter, but every one knows that
they had then very powerful opposition,
that Franoce was at that timeable to cope
with England on the high seas.
The true date from which to eséimate
the value of the rival claims was 171 3—the
date of the Treaty of Utrecht—when there
was some sort of a definition of bound-
aries agreed on, in a measure, by both
nations. But, if the award were far less
objectionable than it is, if it did not run
into " territories the size of European
kingdoms, which the country purchased
from the Hudson’s Bay Company, to
which, until that purchase was effected,
Canada had clearly no claim, I will
repeat that it demands a most thorough
investigation by this House. It is useless
to say that the territory is not valuable.
Tt has rivers navigable for hundreds of
miles from the sea inland, forests of great
commercial importance, agricultural lands
of vast extent, fisheries susceptible of
great development, and it is all within
the habitable parts of the continent, much
of it having a climate equal, at least, to
that of Ottawa. This is proved by a very
able pamphlet issued by the Ontario Gov-
ernment. and by the recent reports of
the Geological Survey. I now beg to
move that a Select Committee be ap-



64

pointed to enquire into, and report to
this House upen all matters connected
with the Boundaries between the Pro-
wvince of Ontario, and the unorganised
Territories of the Dominion, with power
to send for persons and papers; said
Commiittee be composed of Messrs. Daw-
ton, Robinson, Geofirion, DeCosmos,
Brecken Roval, Trow, Mousseau, Caron,
MecDonald (Cape Breton), and Weldon,
of whom five to form a quorum.

Mzr. MILLS: Is this in order? I in-
troduced a Bill which was vead the first
time a few moments ago asking this
House to affivm the award made by the
Avrbitrators. I think this motion is not
consistent with the action of the House
upon that Bill. At all events, whether 1t
is in order or not, it will be extremely in-
convenient to appoint a Committee to en-
quire into the matter until the Bill I have
introduced is either carried on the second
reading or defeated.

Stk JOHN A. MACDONALD : There
can be no doubt about the motion being in
The hon. gentleman  has
certainly  introduced the Bill re-
ferred to confirming the Act of the
Province of Ontario. The hon. mem-
ber for Algoma moved for a Com-
mittee to enquire into matters conneected
with that award, which I regard as per-
fectly in order.

Mr. HOLTON : T think the point of
order is not quite So simple as my right
hon. friend would intimate. The House
has not merely permitted the introduction
of the Bill, but it has ordered the second
reading of the Bill to confirm the award
of the Arbitrators in respect to the point
ander consideration. The hon. member
for Algoma brings a proposition counter to
that—in reversal, in point of fact, of the
Order of the House. He is opposed to
the confirmation of this award, and he-
proposes that a Committee should he ap-
pointed to establish reasons for the
non-confirmation thereof. Isimply submit
it as a point of order ; it isnot a question I
am prepared to discuss or to consider on
its merits at this stage. The House has
ordered a second reading.

Sirk JOHN A. MACDONALD: It
has ordered that it should be set down
for a second reading.

Mgr. HOLTON: The Order of the House
is that it should be read a second time to-
morrow. When that Order is called, it

Mer. Dawsox.
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will be competent for my hon. friend from
Algoma to negative that motion by a
proposal that, instead of the Bill being
read the second time, the Committes should
be struck, or, the Bill having been
read the second time in pursuance of
the Order of the House, 1t will be in
order for the hon. gentleman to propose
the reference of the Bill to a Select Com-
mittee. I have my doubts whether, the
House having ordered a second reading of
the Bill for a given parpose to-morrow, 1tis
strictly in order toadmitadistinctly counter
proposition as shown by the argument of
the hon. gentlemen who makes this
motion.

Mzr. SPEAKER: I domnot see that
the motion of the hon. member is out of
Order. Tt is true that the hon. member
for Bothwell presented a Bill which was
read the first time and ordered to beread
the second time to-morrow, but the House
bas not pledged itself to any policy or to
anything with relation to the Bill. I
think the House ought to see that it is
required to give a most , liberal interpret-
ation of this matter, and that enquiries

of such a nature are far from being
objectionable. I hold the motion is in
order.

Mr. MILLS: I am opposed to the
appointment of the Committee for which
the hon. gentleman asksin his motion. I
think, Sir, that the Purliament of
Canada, or at all events, the Government
of Canada, are in honour and in good faith
bound by the award made by the Arbi-
trators appointed to decide this question
of boundary. My objection to the ap-
pointment of a Committee, if the
question were still open, is that
a Committee is a very inconven-
ient means of obtaining the informa-
tion of the sort required. The Gov-
ernment of the First Minister, I think, in
1871 or 1872, appointed Mr. Ramsay,
now Judge Ramsay, to investigate this
subject and report upon it to the Govern-
ment. Mr. Ramsay did so, and I presume
obtained all the information he was able
to obtain on the subject, and he made a
report embracing that information. Sub-
sequently Mr., now Judge, Armour, was
also appointed as agent and counsel of
the Government of Canada, to investigate
the subject, and to argue the question
before the Arbitrators that had been
agreed upon. He carried on this investi-



Boundary between Ontario [FEBRUARY 18, 1880.] and Unorganised Territories. 63

gation for some time.

which he aequired, at his elevation to the ;
| can

bencl was communicated to Mr. McMalion
of London, and to Mr. Monek, a
gentleman of Montreal, who were
appointed agents and counsel of the Gov-
ernment of Canada, to inform themselves
upon this question, and to argue the case,
on bebalf of Canada, before the Arbitia-
tors. Mr. McMahon collected ull the in-
formation lie could get, and the informa-
tion s0 obtained is embraced in the case
that was submitted to the Arbitrators on
behulf of the Government of Canada. I
was mvself appointed Ly the Government
of Ontario to report upon the subject in
1872, end again in 1873 to prepare the
case. My instructions were to make an
exhaustive enquiry into this subject, to
collect all the information bewring upon
the case, whetherit favoured the conten-
tion of Ontario or the contention of
Canada.  That report and case were sub-
mitted to the Government of Ontarin,
and I believe have been put in the pos-
session of the members, or, at all events, a
large number of the members of this House.
The archives of Paris were scarched at
the instance of both Governments for in-
formation, the public records and state
papers at London and other places were
examined for information, both on behalf
of the Government of Canada, and of the
Government of Ontario, and all the know-
ledge it was possible to glean, was obtain-
ed at that time. There were a few doeu-
ments referred to in various communieca-
tions, as, for instance, the map referrved to
in a2 communication to Lord Bolingbroke, ot
Mr. Prior, who was Acting British Minister
at Paris. This inap was searched for both at
Paris and London, but could not be found,
Now, Sir, Ido not believe that a Com-
mittee such as the one asked for would
be a proper instrument for obtaining
additional information. I do not
believe there 1s any additional in-
formation to be obtained. If you take
the cases of the Government of Ontario
and the Government of Canada, they will
give you all the information you want on
the subject. If the gentlemen on the
Treasury Benches helieve that further in-
formation can be obtained, and that it is
necessary to get it, they should appoint
competent gentlemen who must be sent to
London and to Paris to get what further
information, if any, can ke obtained.

5

" the second reading.

The information | But there is one thing certain that, there

is no information which the Committee
get that is not already in the posses-
sion of the House, or which the House
cannot have if the case for the Government
of Ontario and the case for the Govern-
ment of Canadu are brought down to the
House. I do not wish to discuss this
question on its merits. I purpose doing
so when the Bill which I intend to sub-
mit is brought before the House for
That will be o more
conveunient time, The hon. member for
Algoma has alladed to some Acts of Par-
liament and certain other matters wlich
he says have been overlooked by the Arbi-
trators.  Aunong these Arbitrators, there
was Sir Francis Hincks, a gentleman of
rank, one well versed in public affairs ;
there was Chief Justice Harrison, a dis-
tingaished jurist, and Siv Xdward Thorn-
ton, These gentlemen were guite able to
appreciate the facts to which the hon.
gentleman lLus veferred. The Acts of
1803 and 1821 have no bearing on this
question. The hon. gentleman has also
referred to the King’s Proclamation of
1763, und be says that certain territories
are there spoken of as Indian territories.
These words ave perfectly intelligible ; no
difference of opinion could exist in refer-
ence to them. The King, in the exercise
of his prerogative, agreed with France in
the Treaty of 1763 that the Mississippi
river should be the boundary on the west,
and the King, in further exercise of his
prevogative, parcelled out of the ceded
territory a Province called the Province
of Quebec. which corresponded very much
to the present Province of Quebec. All
the territory lying west of that Province
was Indian territory—including Michigan,
Wisconsin, Ohio, Iilinois, and Indiana,—
and the Indians 1n it were placed under
the supervision of Sir Williun Jolnston.
The Lon. gentleman has said that the
western boundary of the Provinee of On-
tario or Upper Canada was the meridian
line from the junction of the Obhio
and Mississippi rivers. I do not believe
it is possible, after looking into the fucts
of this question, to come to that conclusion
—either from the grammatical constrac-
tion of the preamble of the Act of 1774, or
from the circumstances which led to that
Act. If the hon. gentleman will refer
to the Act of 1774, he will find that it
refers to the portion of New France
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which England had ceded to herin 1763
In the Act it is declared that the Pro-
vince of Quebec shall embrace all those
gettlements which were then east of the
Mississippi  river. There was one
settlement on the Wabash river,
another at Detroit ; but four-fifths of the
population proposed to be embraced in the
Province of Quebec would be found on
the Lanks of the Mississippi in the
western part of the Indian territory.
‘Well, when this Bill was introduced, th'e
description of boundaries was iu this
form : that the Provinee should embrace
all these territories, countries and islands
southward to the Ohio, westward to the
Mississippi, and northward to the posses-
sions of the Merchant Adventurers of the
Hudson's Bay. These were the words——

An Hox. MEMBER : The boundary
line was to follow the banks of the Ohio
until it reached the Mississippl

Mgz, MILLS : The Act as it came down
from the House of Lords mentions dis-
tinctly all these territories, countries and
islands southward to the Ohio, westward
to the Mississippi, and northward to the
territories of the Hudson’s Bay Merchant
Adventurers. That was the form in
which the Act wuas introduced in the
House of Lords, and in which it was in-

troduced into the House of Commons. The

French had always claimed the country
to the southern watershed of the St.
Lawrence ; they claimed to go south of
the St. Lawrence river, and south of Lake
Ontario ; but the Province of New
York claimed that their territory extended
to the St. Lawrence river and Lake
Ontario, on the north; and what My,
Burke—who was acting as agent for the
Province of New York—complained of,
was that encroachments might be made
southward under the Bill. He said:

““ You have not stated what the boundary is
to be ; and it would be possible to press down
your boundary to the very gates of the city of
New York.”

These were, in effect, the words of Mr,
Burke, and he insisted on the boundary
being laid down in the Act itself. TLord
North, who took charge of the Bill in the
House of Commons, and who, I think,
was Prime Minister at the time, stated
that ic was desirable to fix the houndary
between the French and English settle-
ments, upon the ground that there were,
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south of the St. Lawrence and Laks
Ontario, no English settlements, and he
believed there were some French settle-
ments, and that it was desirable that they
should be included in the Province of
Quebec.  After some discussion it was
agreed that the southern boundary should
be defined throughout its whole ex-
tent ; and Mr. Burke and some other
gentlemen retired for half an hour
upstairs to alter the Bill; and Lord
North said he would have no objection if
they eould make the line satisfactory. He
undertook to define the southern bound-
ary, but defined no other. Any hon.
gentleman taking the Act of 1774 will see
that the countries, territories and islands
bounded on the south by a line running
from the Baie des Chaleurs westward to
the Mississippi, and northward to the
territovies of the Hudson’s Bay Company
are embraced in the Provines of Quebec.
Lord TLurlow, one of the law officers of
the Crown at that time, pointed out that
the gentlemen were confounding Canada,
a province of France, with the Province
of Quebec. I am not going to discuss
this guestion minutely, or upon its merits,
but I merely call the attention of hon.
gentlemen to these facts, in opposition to
what the hon. gentleman has said who in-
troduced this motion. For this House to
grant a Committee of Enquiry for
the purpose of attacking the award
of the Arhitrators in this matter,
instead of confirming 1it, would be
acting just as our southern neighbours
would have done had they refused to
abide by the Halifax award. It would
be just as flagrant a breach of good faith
as if Great Britain had refused to pay the
money awarded by the Geneva Arbitra-
tion. The Government of Canada is con.-
tinuous. Ifs obligations are not ended by
a change of Ministry, and Ministers are
solemnly bound by any action of a pre-
vious Government. Would it be proper
for Mr. Hayes, at Washington, to ignore
the Halifax Commission as an obligation
undertaken by his predecessor, Mr, Grant?
Would that be a right and proper mode
of proceeding ! And yet that might as
well be done as to repudiate the award of
these Arbitrators. The gentlemen com-
posing the Board of Arbitration had a full
opportunity of considering the case, and
they gave it their fullest consideration.
Sir Edward Thornton, I may say, came
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to consult the Government in reference to
the matter, long before the Arbitrators
sat; and I know that the other gentle-
men, the late Chief Justice Harrison and
Sir Francis Hincks, also considered
this subject very fully. To sanction
the appointment of this Committee
to seek to set aside the award of these gen-
tlemen would be as great a wrong, as gross
breach of faith, as if one Administration
of this country were to repudiate the pub-
lic debt incurred by another Administra-
tion, or do anything which, in the public
estimation, 1t is derogatory for a Govern-
ment to do. I think the House ought
not to grant this Committee ; such a
Committes cannot without dishonour and
bad faith be appointed. If the Govern-
ment think that the Arbitrators were
bribed, or that they were wholly incom-
petent men, then they ought to assume
the responsibility of opening up the ques-
tion only with the consent of the other
party, and by obtaining information
through the proper channels, instead of
appointing a Committee, a course which
can lead to nothing but delay in the con-
firmation of the award which has been
made.

Mgr. McDONALD (Pictou): I donot
intend to occupy the House at present
with any discussion on the merits of the
important question raised by the motion
of the hon. member for Algoma ; and I
trust, in saying so, I shall fulfil my promise
better than the hon. gentleman who has
Jjust sat down, and who began by saying
Le did not intend to discuss the merits of
the question. Of course, I will not con-
tradict him, but the House must judge as
to whether my hon. friend hasnot, during
the time he has oceupied, fully discussed
the merits, in fact has made to my mind
a case wnich imperatively demands the
enquiry which the hon. gentleman for
Algoma (Mr. Dawson) seeks. Now, the
~nly embarrassment, if embarrassment
should be felt on the subject—a subject so
important to the whole Dominion and to
the Government having charge of the in-
terests of the Dominion, when we are re-
quired to abandon a tract of territory
large enough to constitutea Province equal,
as was remarked by the hon. member
for Algoma, to the territory of all the
LowerProviness,—1I say, if any embarrass-
ment should be felt, it would be from the
high standing, the high character, and the
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great learning of the gentlemen whose
award will probably be under review of’
the Committee sought for by this resolu-
tion. But it does appear to me that this
House would be wanting in its duty to
the country if it allowed any decision,
coming from men however eminent, to
control the interests of the country and
to deprive the Dominion of its territory,
if in their opinion the decision arrived at
was erroneous—not wilfully erroneous,
for no one would imagine tor a moment
that either of the eminent men who com- -
posed this tribunal, could come to any
decision that was not dictated by the
purest motives and, I have no doubt, by
the most searehing enquiry. But, on a
question of this character, I think there is
nothing derogatory to the position which
they occupy, to order an enquiry—and
the fullest enquiry—before this House, or
before any tribunal that this House may
think proper to appoint, for the purpose
of reconsidering the decision at which
these gentlemen have arrived. It may be,
as the hon. mover of the resolution has
stated, that, on that occasion, the case
of the Dominiun was not fully put.
It may be, as the hon. mover of this re-
solution says, that further information
has been obtained, which it is desirable
should be considered, in connection with
the adjudication on this important sub-
ject; and, if I recollect aright, in the able
report of the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills), made at the instance of the
Ontario Government, he challenged the
validity and force of u judgment bearing
on this question given in the Supreme
Court of Quebec, on the ground that, at
the time the judgment was given, all the:
facts and circumstances which have since
become available—largely through the
industry of the hon. gentleman himself—
were not put before the Court. Very
well, as it is stated on the authority of
the hon. member for Algoma, that such
information is still open for consideration,
I do not reaily think that the admitted
authority of the Arbitrators ought to
induce this House to abstain from further
enquiry and investigation. The hon.
member, I think, very unfairly insinuates
that the action of the right hon. gentle-
man who leads the Government is die-
tated by the circumstance that the Avbi-
tration was initiated by the gentleman
who preceded him in power. I am quite
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certain that is not the case, nor has
the Government been impelled by
any such consideration. If I recoliect
-aright, when the hon. the leader of the
Opposition assumed the reins of Govern-
ment, there was a proposition by the
Government of Ontario, a fair and reason-
able and proper proposition, to determine,
to use the words of the Minute of Council
on which this Arbiiration was appointed,
the boundary between the Dominion of
(fanada and the Province of Ontario. It
was not to make a boundary, it was not
to authorise two or three persons to ram-
ble over that immense extent of territory,
and fix the boundary wherever in their
judgment the boundary should be, but it
was to determine, from a fixed, known
point of departure, what the line was
which should determine the respective
territories of the Dominion on the east
and Ontario on the west. Now that, for
the reason that the Province claimed a
larger and undefined extent of territory,
was objected to by Ontario. The Gov-
-ernment of Ontario put it on the ground
that they claimed a territory further to
the west than the line defined by the
correspondence on that oceasion would
give them, that is the line running due
north from the junction of the Ohie and
Mississippi Rivers, and they declined to
appoint a Commission. They went further,
.and, if I recollect rightly, they instructed
the Commissioners who had been ap-
pointed not to proceed wwith the investi-
gation. - I think that was the position of
matters when a reply was received from
the Government of Ontario that, as they
claimed aline further to the westward than
could evidently be given to themby the line
running north from the juuction of the
Ohio and Mississippi Rivers, they de-
clined to proceedor to instruet their Com-
missioners to proceed.  Now, it does
appear to me that the hon. gentleman has
no reason to complain that we object to
the proceadings thereafter, not that the
Government were not influenced by the
very best motives, but that, after the
Government of Ontario had made a
-claim for territory which the Government
of the Dominion at shat time expressed
their belief they were not entitled to,
the Government ought to have had the
authority of Parliament before author-
izing any Commission or any body of
men to determine as to the rights and
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territories of the Dominion of Canada.
These gentlemen were authorised to de-
termine, not the line starting from any
particular point which was to be fixed as
the boundary between the two countries,
but they were to determine whether, On-
tario should own three or four hundrea
thousand square miles of teiritory, that
the Dominion of Canada, through its Gov-
ernment, had claimed that Ontario did
not own, Now, 1 think that on that
ground it is perfectly right and just that
this House, either through a Committee,
or by some other mode of enquiry, should
have the opportunity of determining
whether they will adopt the conclusions at
which that tribunal arrived, conclusions
taking from the Dominion of Canada an
immense extent of valuable territory.
There is another veason why I think
the Committee ought to be granted, and
that is that many of us think that the
conclusion at which that Commission ar-
rived was not justifiable by the evidence.
I say this with the greatest possible
diffidence, but I am bound to express the
opinion which I entertain, and entertain
very strongly, though I do so with diffi-
dence as indeed every lawyer would, who
felt himself obliged to differ from the
opinion of so eminent an authority as
Chief Justice Harrison. But, without
further discussing the merits of the ques-
tion, I am quite sure that some of the
eminent lawyers on the other side of the
House would come to the same conclusion,
if they were to consider the meaning of
the Act of 1774. If that Act of Parlia-
ment was passed to-day in the light of the
judicial decisions and the construction
which those words have already received
in the Courts, I do not think there counld
be any doubt or difficulty. Nor doI con-
ceive that, in view of the judicial decision
which took place some time after the pas-
sage of that Act, we corld doubt what
the intention of the Aet was. There
is no doubt whatever, as everybody muss
know, that, at that early date, in England
particularly and among English people,
there was not a very profound knowledge
of localitics in Western America. 1 do
not know that we would slander our
English fellow-subjects if we stated that
even at this date, when they can travel
by steam to the extreme west, they could
not make a plan that could be relied

fupon as to the boundavies of the territory
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which we occupy now. There was one
point clear and distinct which was easily
perceptible to anyone who took the
trouble to investigate it, and which was
clearly understood by the eminent men
who took part in the discussion in the
Imperial Parliament, when the Act of
1774 was under discussion. That Act
was watched, as the hon. member for
Bothwell says, very carefully, and with
great jealousy, by Mr. Burke and other
eminent members of Parliament who
were interested in the old English Col-
onies. They appeared to take little inter-
est in the territory lying west, but they
took the extremest interest in the
western  boundaries of the Colonies
which they represented. As members of
the House know, some of these older
Colonies had Charters which granted them
an extension westward to the South
Sea, now called the Pacific Ocean, and
that at that very time there was a ques-
tion as to whether Pennsylvania and New
York and the British Colonies lying along
the sea coast should extend westward be-
yond che Alleghanies or not ; therefore it
was that this Act was watched during its
passage through Parliament with the
greatest jealousy and care.  These
intelligent men, having maps of the
country before them, knew that in 1763
the western boundary of the British
possessions extended to the River Missis-
sippi. It was declared by the Treaty of
1763 thav the boundaries between the
territories of His Britannic Majesty and
the King of the French, west, should
be the River Mississippi from its source
to its mouth. That was the boundary
recognised on the maps of the time ;
and, with this map before them, these
eminent statesmen and lawyers, evincing
the care and anxiety with which they
watched the progress of the Bill, and the
intelligence and ability with which they
detined the boundary in which their own
Colonies were interested, declared that, in-
stead of following the banks of the Missis.-
sippi, the line, when it reached the conflu-
ence of the Ohioand the Mississippi, should
run northwards to the territory of the
Hudson's Bay Company.  The only
question which appears tc me for discus-
sion is, not what the preamble of the Act
woul.d indicate, but what the intention of
Parliament was, as indicated by the words
employed; because it may be said that the

intention of the British Parliament was
not to annex this large stretch of territory
in the North-West Territory, between the
due north line and the banks of the Mis-
sissippi, a territory so large as to embrace,
at the present day, portions of two or
three of the largest and most prosperous

States in the United States. I say
it might have been the intention
of Parliament to establish there

another Government for the manage-
ment and control of the territories in
that stretch of country. The Act was
deliberately passed Ly Parliament, not

under circumstances which wonld indicate-

that they were misled, or that it was
hastily done, because the Act was for
several days under the closest scrutiny ;.
and by it Parliament declared that the
line which should bound the new Pro-
vince of Quebec, or the territory
added to the then Province of Quebec in
1774, should be a line running northward
from the point at which the Ohio and
Mississippt united. Now what
the word northward mean!  What
was the construction at that time put upon
it? I say frankly that I have not
been able to find any judicial decision on
thas point in England, at about the time
the Act was passed. But so early as
1805 or 1806 the Supreme Court of New
York, a body recognised as a very able
and learned one, held directly and in the

strongest terms, that the word northward,.

without further words to direct the incli-
nation of the course, in charters or grants
of the time, meant due north ;und the
Judges who decided two of these cases,
one in 1805 and one in 1806, de-
clared in the strongest language, not
only that such was the true construc-
tion, but that it was then settled
law. In 1818, we find the judicial
construction of the Supreme Courtin the
Provinece of Quebec, on the first action on
which the question arose, declaring that
the line running due north from the junc-
tion of these two rivers was to be the
true dividing line. 'With reference to the
question put by my hon. friend from
Algoma so strongly—and I think it is a
most pertinent question—whether the
Provincesofthe Dominion which consented
to enter into the Confederation, would
have so readily entered had they supposed
that the great Province of Ontario, which
certainly, at that time, was not supposed

does.

-
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10 have her limits so far to the west, was
to be by the acquisition of this territory
enlarged to nearly twice, if not altogether
twice, her supposed area, at the same time
1 quite admit that, if, in point of law, if,
in point of fact, if, in point of justice, she
is entitled to the territory, she should not
pe excluded from its attainment simply
because of such a misapprehension.
Another view may be taken of the ques-
tion, which fully justifies the request of
the mover of this resolution, and that is
why is it that we mnever heard of
this claim on the part of Ontario while
the Dominion of Canada was assuming,
with her consent, very large and exten-
sive liabilities in connection with the pur-
-chase of that great territory from the Hud-
son’s Bay Company. Oneargumentforcibly
used by my hon. friend from Bothwell in
bis report was that Ministers of the
Crown, while negotiating with the
Hudson’s Bay Compuny for the purchase of
their property—

Me. MACKENZIE: Will the hon.
gentleman say how much of this disputed
territory belonging to the Hudson’s Bay
Company was purchased ?

Mz, McDONALD (Picton) : A great
deal of it. I cinnot say how much, but,
looking at the map, I should say there was
a very largeareaindeed. But, if the conten-
tion of the hon. member for Bethwell be
correct, then the Arbitrators, have done
the greatest possible injury to Ontario.
They have not given Ontario the terri-
tory to which she is entitled, and that is
another reason why I think the hon.
gentlemen opposite who advocate the
-cause of Ontario oughtto be very glad
that this discussion has arisen, in order
that Ontario might, 1f sheis so entitled,
obtain her rights in this particular. The
contention of the hon. member for Both-
well is that, running up the banks of the
Mississippiriver and running north untilit
strikes the tervitory of the Hudson’s Bay
Company,asanyonecan see who looksat the
map, the line would never strike the ter-
ritory of the Hudson’s Bay Company, and
therefore, by running to the west of it,
would give the whole of North America,
with the exception of what the Hudson’s
Buy Company could hold, to Ontario. So
much in reference to the line on the
westward, which I think is ut any rate of
a sufficiently uncertain character to entitle
this House to the fullest information on

Mg. McDonarp."
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the subject before it ratifies that award.
I have only to say, with reference to the
line on the north,and the claim of the Hud-
son’s Bay Company, that, soearly as 1703 or
1704, a discussion took place in reference
to the boundaries between themselves and
the British Government. It was then
shown, upon the map prepared by them-
selves, that the boundary should coincide
with the height of the land beginning at
Cape Grimmington and going, as the hon.
mover of the resolution said, to Lake
Mistassini, running thence south-westerly,
striking parallel 49°, and thence west.
It appears to me that, looking at the map,
it will be seen that, rightly or wrongly,
whether the claim can be sustained or not,
the Company at that time, before the dis-
pute arose with reference to any other
boundary than their own, claimed by that

new boundary up the height of
land of the waters running into
Hudson’s Bay. On these grounds,
I think that the House wlll be

justified in adopting the resolution for an
enquiry. If the case of Ontario be so
strong as it is said to be, no harm can be
done, and the territory will be given to
that great Province with the entire con-
currence of this House, and the people of
this country ; but, on the other hand, if,
through mistake or otherwise, territory
has been assigued to her which belongs
to the Dominion, then I do not think
that the Province of Ontario,or the friends
of that Provincs in this House, would de-
sire the ratification of the award.

Mr. BLAKE: I d» mnot propose to
trouble the House with any observations
upon the question as to the true boundary
line between Ontario and the unorganis-
ed territories of Canada. There are, how-
ever, one or two considerations with
refercnce to the proposal now before the
House, which, I think, should receive
attention. It may be convenient, before
proceeding to discuss those considerations,
to refer to a suggestion made by the hon.
gentleman who has just sat down, who
argued that, in consequence of some
action taken by the Provincial Govern-
ment of Ontario, at a time when I hap-
pened to be responsible for the conductof

its affairs, this House would be
justified in taking the course it
is mnow proposed to adopt. The

hon. gentleman stated that, upon a
former occasion, after a Commission for
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the establishment of the boundary line
had been appointed, in consequence of
instructions given by the Government of
Canada to their Commissioner, to start
from a defined point and from tkLat point
to ascertain the boundary, the Govern-
ment of Ontario had ordered their Com-
wmissioner to desist from acting under the
Commission.

Mgr. McDONALD (Picton): I said
they had started from a defined point,
giving the course due north from that
point,

Mr. BLAKE: The hon. gentleman
thinks there is only one line. There wasa
good deal more in the instructions than he
has stated. It will be found that, whereas,
ap to the time to which I refer, it had been
assumed that that Commission was for the
purpose of ascertaining and establishing
the boundary line, the instructious to
the Commissioner, which I have before
me, limited his functions to marking upon
the ground, to the location upon the
ground, of a boundary northernly and west-
ernly according to certain defined lines
laid down in the instructions. A tracing
was given to the Commissioner showing
the point of commencement and indicat-
ing the due north line to which the hon.
gentleman refers; and thus disposing of
one part of the boundary. But the Com-
missioner was to run o line due north until
he struck the southern boundaries of the
Hudson’s Bay Territory, and the instrue-
tions then procecd to state what that
southern boundary is. They state :

“ This is well understood to be the height of
land dividing the waters which flow into
Hudson’s Bay from those empyting into the
Valleys of the great lakes, and forming the
Northern boundary of Ontario ; and the same is
to be traced and surveyed, following its various
windings till you arrive at the angle therein
between the I'rovinces of Ontario and Quebee,
as the latber is at present bounded, having ac-
complished which the same will have been
completed.”

Therefore, it is plain that the instrue-
tions to that Comrissioner were simply to
lay down on the ground the whole of the
boundury according to certain directions
which are contained in the instructions.
Tkese directions invelved the cession by
thie Province of Ontario of territory which
it had long before occupied, settled and
organised, and in respect to which it was
then exercising jurisdietion, in respect to

which claims for money thevein expended
had bLeen advanced by the Canadian Gov-
ernment and conceded by the Provincial
Government on the ground that they were
moneys spent within the Province of
Ontario. Those who were responsible
for the conduct of affairs in Ontario
were not able to accede to the view
that that was the true boundary line be-
tween Ontario and Quebec, and, because
they were notable to do so, they declined
to permit the prosecution of that Com-
migsion. In respouse to a communication
announcing that decision, regret was in-
timated that the Province of Ontario Lad
not on its part declared what it believed
to be the true boundary line, and a com-
munication was made in reply stating what
the Proviuce ¢f Ontario thought was the
boundary line ; subsequently, a suggestion
was made for a reference of the whole
matter to the Judicial Comuittee of the

Privy Council. 'That the matter should
be referred to some tribunal was agreed

to be reusonable, but it was thought by
Ontario that the tribunal might Letter be
constituted on this side of the Atluntic,
and that suggestion was made on behalf
of the Province, and the mnegotiutions
for sowme time stood at that pomt. In
the year 1875, if I rightly remember,
the Government of my hon. friend the
member for Lambton accceded to the pro-
posal that the tribunal for the disposal of
the matter should be formed upon this,
instead cf the other side ot the Atlantic,
aud with that view 2 Commiksion con.-
posed of eminent persons was nwmned.
Now, that Commission wus formed for the
ascertainment of the boundary, nos for the
marking, upon the ground, of u boundary
line according to directions and instruc-
tions to be given to the Commissioners, but
for the purpose of determining wtut the
boundary line was, its marking being a
process to be reached subsequently. Par-
linment wus informed duriug the ensuing
Session of the policy of the Government,
and of what had actually been done—that
the Government had agreed to the reference
of this matter to a Cumnmission—and no
exception was taken so far as I remember
—none, I am confident, by vote—to that
policy and action. Then passed before
the Commission sat—its operations being
delayed by the acceptance by one of its
members of an office, thought iuncom-
patible with the execution of its duties—
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no less than three Sessions of Parliament
after this announcement of the Commis-
sion, during which there was no proposal
or suggestion to reverse that policy—te
decide that it was unsafe or inexpedient
that this question should be entrusted to
a Commission or to this particular Com-
mission. The matter so proceeded, and
three years after the formation of the
Comumission, the Commissioners met and
decided the question, and the members of
the present Government, understanding
the question, had not, even last Session,
decided what course they would take—
whether the award should be repudiated,
or acted upon and confirmed. It is un-
fortunate that the papers in relation to
this question were lost—they were not to
be found in the pigeon-holes. Duplicates
could not be obtained, and it was utterly
impossible for the Government to come
to a conclusion on the subject. Since
that time, we have had no aunnounce-
ment, except that of the Government
the other day of its intention on the sub-
ject. That announcement was that it
was not the intention of the Government
this Session to bring down a Bill for the
confirmation of the award. Now, I think
thepoint before us is moreserious and grave
thau a mere territorial question, more
important than the question whether the
award be strictly right ov wrong, than
whether there be amistake, error of judg-
ment, or anything else in this matter. I
think the question is one of much greater
importance than those suggested. The
Minister of Justice says that this award
is of no consequence; that the arrange-
ments made four or five years ago for the

disposition of this matter by per-
sons high in the confidence of the
people  of Canada are of =no con-

sequence, and that it is fit and proper
that the whole question be now thrown
open and discussed by a Committee
selected by the hon. member for Algoma
(Mr. Dawson); that fourteen or fifteen
membersshould discuss the legaland consti-
tutional questions, questions of fact, ques-
tions ofinterpretationarisinginthis matter,
and that their report should dispose of it.
Now, I admit there may be cases in which
an individual or a nation may be justified
in breaking a bargain, or refusing to be
bound by an award; but they are, and
must be, cases of a wholly exceptional
character. A very great respomsibility

MR. BLAKE,

[COMMONS.] and Unorganised Teriitories.

is assumed by that conntry, whatever its
rank in the scale of nations, which declares
it will not be bound by the result of a
solemn convention. I esteem this in the
same light as a convention between two
different countries, for, as between Canada
and Ontario, they are separate and dis-
tinet in this matter. The rights of the
one and of the other ave, it issaid, in eon-
flict. The question, what was the tirue
boundary, was the question for resolution.
I do not pretend we are absolutely bound
by this award, nor does any man sitting
on this side of the House. It is certain
we are not so bound, and that the Act
made by which this country can be
formally bound by any award is an Act
of Parlinment, and that the power to:
deeide questions of this kind, even by Act
of Parliament, was given us not very long’
ago by an amendment of the British
North America Act. But, while that
power exists, the question of international
morality subsists also, and what we have
to consider is whether a case is here
made out clearly sufficient to justify the:
procedure suggested to-day, based as that
procedure is on a disregard of the award
as a cogent instrument., Now, the first
proposition I shall advance is that, as the
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
well observed, there is a continuity in
Government, and that observation ap-
plies with still greater foree to a question
of policy submitted to and practically dis-
posed of by a Parliament, which Parlia--
ment had the power and free opportunity,
during several Sessions, of pronouncing
upon, and which never pronounced, nor
was even asked to pronounce, adversely to
that policy. I maintain tbat Parlia-
ment has assented to that policy.
I say this question rests, with re-
spect to the Government of the day,
just in the same position as if the
Government of the day had been vre-
sponsible for the original Commission.
No hon. gentleman opposite can cay that
the present Government, or any of its
supporters, are any the less bound
than was the Government of the
hon. member for Lambton in reference-
to the issue of this Commission,
or its consequences. My second proposi-
tion is that, if it be proposed not to ratify-
the award, but to open the question
again, and throw that instrument aside,.
such a proposal as that should be made-
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upon the responsibility of the Govern-
ment of the day, and with all the gravity
which such a course of action demands.
I maintain that it is for the Government
which feels that there has been such a
gerious miscarriage of justice, such a gross
mistake, such a dreadful error or werse
as to render it necessury that an interna-
tional award—using the most convenient,
though mnot a strictly accurate phrase—
should be discredited and cast aside—it is
for the Government which reaches that
painful conclusion to come down and say
to the House, and to bring for-

50
ward its justification for such a
line, and to propose its solution.

I maintain that no question of this descrip-
tion should be pitchforked into the hands
of a Select Commistee at the instance of a
private member. I do believe the appoint-
ment of a Select Committee to discuss a
question agitated so many years, in refer-
ence to which it is suid there is so much
evidence before the country and the
House, and so much more to come, would
be nothing but a farce. I do not think
that, with the other duties which the
members of the House are called on to
perform, it is other than farcical and 1i-
diculous to suppose that any great ad-
ditional light would be thrown, during
our brief Session, on this question. But
the proceeding proposed is an easy mode,
perhaps, for the Governments to escape
responsibility and to procure some
opinioa from a Committee, that the
boundaries are different from those
laid down, and, having procured that
opinion, and fortified thereby, the Gov-
ernment may take courage, some other
time, to enter upon more active proceed-
ings to repudiate more fully the award.
What I object toin their conduct is the
skirting of responsibility involved in this
procedure. T should not have yet made
this objection if & member of the Govern-
ment had not supported the proposition
that a private member should move for
a Committee of Enquiry in this matter.

‘What a novel and entirely indefensible |

proposal it is thet a private member
should take charge of this great material
and moral question—moral as to whether
a national award should be set aside, and
material as to the extensive serritory in-
volved. It is the bounden duty of the
Government itself, if disposed, to take steps
which, inits opinion, the interest of the

country requires—steps tending to the
disturbance aud upsetting of this award,
—=s0 to state, frankly, itsslf, to propose
those steps on its own responsibility, and
to justify its cowrse. Holding those
views, I object to the appointment of the
Committee, and I hope the House will be
divided on the motion. I also object to
the composition ot the Committee, which,
I think, should be clhosen by the House.
But my main position is that the responsi-
bility properly devolves on the Govern-
ment of dealing with the question which
1, as a resident of, and a member from,
the Province of Ontario, I do not hesitate
to declare, I regard as intinitely
more important in its moral than in its
material aspees.

Siz JOHN A. MACDONALD: The
hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake), in his concluding remarks, says
the Governiment desires to escape the re-
sponsibility of adjudicating or deciding on
this question, by allowing the hon. mem-
ber for Algoma (Mr, Dawson) to present
this motion. I never have understood
that the submission of any subject to a
Committee is an avoidance of any responsi-
bility that constitutionally is thrown on
the Government of the day. A Committee
of this kind may assist the Government,
but can in no way deprive them of, or
shield them from, any responsibility the
Constitution imposes on them. But the
hon. gentleman went on to say that this
Committee, if struck, should stand on the
responsibility of the Government, and
not appear the result of the act of a mere
private member. Well, if it be true that
a private member cannot introduce a re-
solution on this subject, how can a private
member introduce a Bill? T understand
that the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills)—aprivate member, without consult-
ing with the Government, I suppose
for the purpose of helping the Govern-

! ey
. ment to escape or avoid its proper respon-

sibility,—has taken upon himself to relieve
the Government in the matter, by the
introduction of a Bill on the subject.
The hon, member for West Durham
seems resolved to help us too. We are
very much obliged to the hon. gentleman,
but we will take the respounsibility of any
ultimate action on this subject. Tle
manner in. which the discussion arose has
been correctly stated by the member for
West Durham. It is quite true that the
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instructions given by the Dominion Gov-
ernment were limited to the ascertain-
ment of the true line according to
the lJaw, It was not the desire or inten-
tion of the Dominion Giovernment topassby
the Commission, or act of the Commissien,
to decide that question. The great ques-
tion was—what was, by law, the legal
boundary between Ontario and the west-
ern country ! This question, the members
of the present Government thought then,
and think now, should only be decided
by a legal tribunal. The British North
America Act of 1867 provides that the
western boundaries of Ontario and Quebec
shall be the western boundaries of the old
Province of Canada, as provided under
the Acts constituting the Province of
Canada. The proposition was made that
the question shiould be left to the Judicial
Comuittee of the Privy Council. And
why? Because it was a question of law,
of the construction of a Statute, as to the
boundaries of the old Province of Canada,
according to the Imperial Statute ; and
no other tribunal could satisfactorily set-
tle that question but a court of the high-
est resort. We should all have been
obliged to submit to that perforce. The
enlargement of Ontario, or the diminution
of its bounds, was not a matter that could
be raised or decided before any ordinary
tribunal. If the Judicial Committee of
the Privy Council, or court of highest
resort, had solemnly declared that, by the
law of the land, the boundary between
Ontarie and the North-West was so and
50, it would have been satisfactory. But
the Government, without the previous
consent of Parliament, left the question to
three Arbitrators, only one of whom was
a lawyer, the other two being laymen,
and provided that the decision of the ma-
jority should be final. So that we might
bave had the two laymen differing from
the legal Arbitrator, and deciding as
to the construction of a Statute, upon

the question of the boundary sc-
cording to that Statute. Tt seems

to me it was a most unwise thing
t0 assume so great a power without the
previous solemn deliberation of Parlia-
ment. It is well enough to say it was
afterwards mentioned in Parliament, after
the good faith of the Government was
pledged, and that no objection was taken
by Parliament.  That is not the way in
which Parliament ought to have been

Siz Jouxn A. MAcpoxALD.

[COMMONS.]

and Unorgantsed Territories.

treated by the Government, its servants,
who ought to have taken it into their
confidence. The right to submit the
question in this manner ought to have
been given by Parliament, instead of its
being assumed to ke within the proper
Jjurisdiction of any Government, which T
deny. No Government could thus decide
to give away bundreds of miles of coun-
try, or millions of acres of land, wishout
the authority of Parliament. The mem-
ber for Bothwell says that this Govern-
ment Is continuous.  Yes, but Govern-
ments are not despotic; and this act far
exceeded the right of any Constitutional
Government. Fancy the Government of
England leaving it to be decided by a
Commission whether France or England
should have the Channel I.lands, which
formerly belonged to the Duchy of Nor-
mandy, without the previous submission
of the question to Parliament? In the
present case, it was always believed that
the reference was to be: what was the
true boundary according to law, and the
nature of the respective titles of the Do-
minion and Ontario? Does the member
for Bothwell mean to say that this is the
true line? Has he not written a book to
show that Ontario has a right to infinitely
more land? Has he not declared that
this Arbitration is not an award of what
the real line, according to law, is? Bus
they have settled a boundary and made a
mistake similar to that of the King of
the Netherlands, with respect to the
boundary between New DBrunswick and
the United States. He made the mistake
of running a compromise line. They did
not commit any Dbreach of faith—such
was never charged by the DBritish Gov-
ernment.

Mr. BLAKE: Neither the United
States nor the British Government assent-
ed to it.

Stz JOHN A. MACDONALD : The
British Government would have been
pleased to accept that award if the United
States had accepted it as a compromise
line. Both parties declared it was not the
line—that it was beyond the reference.
There was no breach of faith there ;
and, if the British Government had assent-
ed, there would have been no breach of
faith in regard to the award, which far
exceeded the powers given to the Arbi-
trators. So it is in this case. The Bill
declares that it is not the true line.
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Mr. MILLS: No.

Sik JOHN A. MACDONALD: It
declares distinctly that it is not the true
line.

Mgr. MILLS: The Act of the Ontario
Government claims more ; and the Gov-
ernment of Canada maintained that it was
less.

St JOHN A. MACDONALD :
Exactly ; the hon. gentleman will not
argue that in a Statute the Legislature of
Ontario would asserta claim which they
do not believe to be a just one. The Act
states that they would claim a larger
line and a much larger proportion of
country.

Mgr. MILLS: They say that they have
done so.

Sik JOHN A. MACDONALD: You
must remember, Mr. Speaker, that the two
questions are quite distinct. The first is
what is the true line between the coun-
tries, and the next, what is the expedient
line between the countries? To meet
cases such as this, an Act of the Imperial
Government was passed stating that no
Province of the Dominion, or the Do-
minion, could enter into an arrangement
by which any Province may be enlarged
or diminished. It was under this Im-
perial Act that the Ontario Gov-
ernment agreed to diminish their boun-
daries ; therefore, this is altogetler a con-
ventional line, and the great mistake in
that matter is in the Act assuming a
power and leaving it to any three Arbi-
trators to decide what was the best line
between the Dominion and the Province
of Cunada. The Constitution gave them
no such power., It is an uncoustitutional
assumption ; and, in making this reference,
they mistake the consequence of an un-
constitutional course.

Mr. BLAKE: I beg the hon. gentle-
man’s pardon ; if I rightly remember. the
Commission did not empower the Arbitra-
tors to define what was the best line. It
empowered them to ascertain what was
the best line.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: No;
to determine the line, not to ascertain the
line. Moreover, we know that the Arbi.
trators did not decide it as being the true
line. We know that beyond doubt ; the
hon. mem:ber for Bothwell will admit that.

Mz. MILLS : No.

S JOHN A. MACDONALD : Then
T will bring you three elaborate articles

written in the Monetary Review by
Sir Francis Hincks, giving the whole
ground tor a decision, and in which it is
distinctly stated that they reached the
best line they could under the circum-
stances. The tribunal to which the
matter was referred was 2 bad tribunal,
because it was not a tribunal of experts
in the construction of Statutes. No

one has a greater respect for the
general and political ability of Sir
Francis Hincks than myself; no

one has a greater respect for the high
standing and diplomatic weight of Sir
Edward Thornton ; but necither of them
is a lawyer competent to decide upon the
consideration of these Statutes. This is a
fair and proper subject for discussion in
Parliament, met, as we are, to protect
the rights of Canada and the rights of
the Dominion; and I am quite sure
that the hon. member for Bothwell,
although formerly a paid agent of the
Ontario Government will, as a member of
Parliament, feel and assert his independ-
ence, and disregard the fact that the Gov-
ernment of Outario were formerly bis
clients. I am confident that he will
think only of what is just in the atter,
as affecting the various Provinces of
the Dominion. While the Government
of Ontario claim that it is a conven-
tional line, the Government actually
decided, without the provision being left
to Parliament, that these three men
might give away territory equal to any
great European Kingdom by a vote of a
majority; and, although the hon. gentlemen
opposite, when on this side of the House,
were bound to protect the interests of
Canada, that Government never thought
of securing a right of way for the Can-
adian  Pacific Railway from Thunder
Bay to Red River. They ought, pre-
vious to this arrangement, to have
made a bargain, for 20,000,000 asres
of land on each side of that road
is one of the conditions under which the
conventional bargain should have heen
made. They should have made some ar-
rangement by which the country which
was to be opened up at the expeunse of the
older Provinuces of the Dominion, should
have countributed at all events by land, if
not by money, in the construction of
the road. They have not only neglected
to do that but they did not even procure &
right of way, and we have an application
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made to Arbitrators to decide how much
will have to be paid for every acie
of land that is absorbed in that country.
The utter disregard of the interests of the
Dominion which areinvolved in this matter
is one that calls for the most serious con-
sideration of this House, as well as for the
most serious consideration of the people of
this country. The Province of Ontario
after all, perhaps, will not get as much
as it expected, because a great portion
of the Indian title to the land is not ex-
tinguished ; while, in regard to those por-
tions that ave extinguished, if the award
was cousistent, they have the right of
sovereignty, and the title belongs either
to the Indians or to the assignee of the
Indians, which is the Dominion Govern-

ment. But, if that is the case, then
there should have been a provision
in the conventional line that, before
that conntry was handed over, the

Ontario Treasury should repay, or agree
to repay, to the Dominion Treasury the
amounts that had been paid to Indians,
or agreed to be paid to them in future for
all time, for the surrender of these lands.
‘What is the consequence of this reckless
conduct on the part of the gentlemen op-
posite! That the Dominion Government
are obliged, under Treaty obligations, to
pay money for all time to come for the ex-
tinguishment of titles, without the Pro-
vince of Ontario being asked to contribute
directly a single dollar.

Mr. MACKENZIE: No, no.

Sz JOHN A. MACDONALD: Itis
not too much for the Government, acting
in the interest of the Dominion as a
whole. to say that this matter must he
sifted to the bottom. It is clear that it is
a conventional line, and, being a conven-
tional line, I do not think we can do bet-

[COMMONS.]

Acts Repeal.

Committee, we will get all the information
we require.

Mr. MILLS: What about? There is
nothing to enquire into, according to your
Views.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : The
hon. gentleman says there is nothing to
enquire about ; there is a great deal to
enquire about. I say it is a conventional
line, and  the Provinee of Ontario says
it is a conventional line,

Mz. MACKENZIE : No.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : The
Statute bears out my statement. The
Imperial Act allowed the Province, and
allowed the Dominion, to alter, diminish,
or increase the boundary upon the terms
and conditions mentioned. The award
was made without any terms or condi-
tions, and without Parliament being con-
sulted about it. Therefore, we have a
right, and we should be wanting in our
duty to the people of this Dominion if we
did not ascertain whether the award was
satisfactory to this country and the people
of Canada.

House adjourned at
Five minutes before
Six o'clock,

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Thursday, 19th February, 1550.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Pravers.
PRIVILEGE—INSOLVENCY ACTS
REPEAL.
REMARKS.

Mr. BECHARD : Before the Orders

ter than to have it looked into, in order | of the Day are called, I desire to call the
to ascertain whether it is a good or a bad | attention of the House to a matter which

bargain.

If it be a bad bargain, there is is personal to myself,

I was uot in the

no question of good or bad faith in the | House when the hon. member for Lamb-

matter.
to decide, whether they will agree to di-
minish the eastern boundary and give rp
a certain tract of land which is claimed to
belong to the Dominion or not. The hon.
mover of the resolution and the hon. meni-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) have both
made themselves familiar with this snbject
and may beregarded as expertsin this great
question. By leaving the matter to a

Sir JouN A. MAcDONALD.

Tt is a question for Parliament | ton

referred  to the Bill introduced
by my hon. friend from Stanstead, or
I might have given such explanation
as  would have prevented further
misunderstanding in the matter. I
see, however, that the insinuation has
been made that T received from the Clerk
the Bill introduced by my hon. friend,
and that I kept it hidden in my desk, and

sent back to the Clerk a copy of the Bill
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introduced last year, with a view to giving
my Bill precedence over that of my hon.
friend. With the permission of the
House, I will relate the facts con-
nected with the case. After my lon.
friend from Stanstead had introduced his
Bill, and I had also introdueed mine,
T went to the Clerk to see my hon.
friend’s Bill, with a view of comparing it
with mine, and ascertaining whether his
Bill was for a repeal pure and simple, and
whether it contained other dispositions ve-
specting insolvency. The answer of the
Clerk was that my hon. friend had sent
no Bill, butablank. Ireturned o my seat
and in a few minutes afterwards you, Mr.
Speaker, intimated to me by a sigu of your
hand that you wanted to seeme. I wentto
vou,and, while standing by your Chair, you
showed me a couple of copies of Mr. Colby’s
Bill, and offered them to me. I told you
one would be sufficient. Then you told
ne to take the French copy, and that I
could keep it, whilsc you kept the English
copy. These are the facts exactly as I
know them, and as they were in this
matter. I never had any idea of keeping my
hon. friend’s Bill from the Clerk, or of
keeping it in my desk for the purpose of
giving my Bill precedence. I would scorn
such conduet as unworthy of a gentleman.
I desire now to read a few lines which are
entitled “Parliamentary Notes,” and which
were published in the Montreal Gazette :

Orrawa, February 17th.

 To.day’s was short and sweet, the House
rising at 4 o'clock. After clearing off a very
scanty order paper. the probable discussion
on the second reading of Mr. Colby's Insol-
vency Repeal Bill being struck off by some un-
accountable difference between the one as
handed to the Speaker and that produced by
the Clerk, the latter turning out to be a copy
of Mr. Béchard’s measure of last year. The
little foundlings had been changed by some-
one, and eventually it turned up in Mr. Béch-
ard’s desk, th1s exactly completing the paral-
lel to the thrilling adventures of the true heir
who, notwithstanding all machinations, comes
to his own atlast. To say the least, itis
curious that this episode should occur just
when there is,such rivalry between the two
sides of the House as to who should introduce
the measure, and Mr. Mackenzie’s attempt to
rule out Mr. Colby’s Bill, on the strongth of
the alleged discrepancy, tallied oddly with the
place where it was discovered.”

I thought, these insinuations having
been made, that it was due both to the
House and myself, that I should offer
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these explanations, to vindicate my
character against slanderous insinuations,

Mgz. COLBY : I extremely regret that
these insinuations should have been made
against my hon. friend, who, I am quite
sure, never contemplated the act of de-
liberately appropriating the Bill which I
submitted, for the purpose of getting pre-
cedence. I regret that any misapprehen-
sion should have arisen out of the circum-
stunces connected with it, for I am sure
my hon. friend, whom I have known ever
since I entered this House, is quite
incapable of conduct of that lkind. But,
while my hon. friend has been a martyr
to the newspapers, I wish also to tuke this
opportunity to do what I have never had
occasion to do before, to bLring a little
matter which is personal to myself, and
arose out of the same question, before
the attention of the House. I sce by a
recent newspaper published in this Do-
minion that, in connection with the very
same matter, I have been charged with
Laving perpetrated a trick, in order to
gain petty applause. The concluding
paragraph of the article referred to is as
follows i—

‘It may be so, but Mr. Colby's course is
very unlike that usunally pursued by the mem-

| ber for Stanstead, and resembles rather a

specimen of Yankee smartness and trickery,
which might be expected in the United States
Congress but not in a British House ¢f Repre-
sentatives.”

The article is headed an ¢ Un-British
Trick.” I also have observed, in
two other newspapers, par.graphs of

a  similar  purport,  although not
couched in precisely the same lan-
guage. I think it but fair to the hon

gentleman who has just talen Lis seat,
and to myself, that any misappreliensions
which have arisen out of this matter
should be disproved by a clear statement
of the facts, for, while I should extremely
regret that my hon. friend should rest
under an unjust imputation, he would, I
am sure, equally regret that I should be
misrepresented in the same way. 1 took
the opportunity of giving notice, upon the
first day of the meeting of Parliament, of
the introduction of two Bills on subjects
in which I have taken a very great inter-
est in former years: one concerning the
Insolvency Act, and the other in reference
to petroleum. These notices went upon
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the Order Paper before that my lon.
friend from Iberville, who also gave notice
on the same day of a Bill in reference
to insolvency. At the proper stage, I
made my motion, and you, Mr. Speaker,
asked me to send you a copy of the Bill.
I sent you a copy which was a proof-sheet
of the Bill, precisely as it is now distri-
buted, both in English and in French, to
all the members of this House. By some
unaccountable means—by some blunder
that Bill was not in the Clerk’s posses-
sion at the time my hon. friend the mem-
ber for Lambton made an enquiry in re-
ference to it. My hon. friend from Lamb-
ton stated his entire satisfaction with
the explanation I had given that
the Bill had been placed in the Speaker’s
hands the day before. My hon. friend
from Chateauguay,I believe, also expressed
his entire satisfaction with it, and that the
proceedings were entirely regular. On
one other point, I desire simply to make a
brief reference. It hag been intimated in
these newspapers that I was guilty of some
discourtesy in taking the initiative in the
introduction of a Bill for the repeal of the
Insolvency Law. Now, I am quite sure
that, having been a member of this House
for many years, the members of this House
do not consider me as one who is in the
habit of infringing upon rights or wound
ing the feelings of other members,
and, if I took an early opportunity of in-
troducing that Bill, I was not under the im-
pression that there was any impropriety in
my so doing, after having introduced a Bill
in 1871 against the Insolvency Laws, and
carrieditagainstthe Government I wasthen
supporting. Talso introduced a rimilar
Bill in 1872, and carried it by a most
persistent and laborious effort against the
Government I was then supporting, and T
have, from time to time, in season and out
of season, and ou all occasions,endeavoured
either to effect an entire abolition of
what to my constituents and myself, isan
obnoxious law, orits thorough amend-
ment. It seemed to me that there wasno
unfitness in my coming forward at this
early stage and introducing the Bill,
which was likely to be effectual in re-
pealing the Insolvency Laws, and if, by so
doing, Lhave wounded the feelings of any
men.ber of the House, I sincerely regret
it. ’

Mz. CoLBY.

[COMMONS.]

DBusiness.

PROCEDURE—PREMATURE PRINTING
OF PUBLIC BILLS.

REMARKS,

Mr. BLAKE: 1 desire to eall the
attention of the House to a practice which
is now being pursued, and which, unless
some new practice has been established
during last Session, is irregular. I refer
to the practice of Public Bills going to the
Parliamentary Printer and being printed
anterior to their introduction. I never
heard before that any member had
the right to have his productions
of that description printed. We know
that Government Bills are sometimes
printed before the commencement of the
Session, and introduced in that way. T
always understood that private members’
Bills had to pass the first reading before
they reached the hands of the Queen’s
Printer. 'While on this subject, I may
refer to another proceeding which seem -
to be also irregular. We have found or:
our desks, during the last fow days, slips
printed by the Queen’s Printer intimat-
ing the intention of two private members
to propose amendments to the Bill for a
repeal of the Insolvency Law. While it
it competent and very convenient to give
notice on the Notice Paper in the usual
way of such amendments, it is contrary
to our practice, that there should be
separate fly-sheets printed and distributed
in this manner.

Mz. SPEAKER : It is my intention to.
call the attention of the Clerk to the rule
and I will see that it is not disregarded
again.

Mz. BLAKE: You will observe that
the early printing of the Bill gives to a
member who is allowed the privilege the
advantage over one who is not, and,
in the present case, had the member for
Tberville been fortunate enough to eatch
your eye, he would still have been post-
poned at the second reading by virtue of
the earlier despatch in printing accorded
to the member for Stanstead.

Mgr. COLBY : It would have made no
difference in my case.

Mgr. BLAKE: If the hon. gentleman
will Jook at the Notice Paper of the last
few days, he will find that it might have
made a difference.
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PROCEDURE-—-NOTICES FOR PUBLIC
BIL

REMARKS.

Mz. HOLTON : While on the sub-
ject of a procedure of the House, I might
remark that there is another irregularity
not of recent origin, but which has led to
inconvenience on this occasion. It is that
notices for the introduction of Public Bills
—1 refer to the two days’ notice—do not
appear upon the Orders of the Day, as well
as upon the Votes and Proceedings. Then
the question arises whether the gentleman
presenting or introducing a Bill has given
the regular notice, and it is necessary to
refer back to the Votes tosettle the ques-
tion. If the notice should appear in the
Votes and Proceedings and on the Order
Paper as well, the question of prece-
dence could readily be determined, and
such difficulties as have just arisen could
hardly occur.

Mz, SPEAKER : Ax the hon. gentle-
man from Chateauguay is aware, notices of
motions for the introduction of Bills, in
accordance with the practice of many
years, are never put upon the routine
papers. If itis the desire of the House—
and I think a change might be made very
properly—we might alter our procedure
in the direction suggested.

Str JOHN A. MACDONALD : There
is no settled practice of the House in this
regard. Some settled practice should be
adopted. I think that motions for the in-
troduction of Bills should appear amongst
thie notices of motion.

Mzr. HOLTON : There iz a manifest
inconvenience in allowing Bills to be in-
troduced as at present. Their appearance
on the Notice Paper would establish their
precedence.

Mr. SPEAKER: In that case it
would be necessary to insert a paragraph
at the head of the Orders of the Day, and
give the Bills in the order in which they
should be presented each day. If the
House desire such should be done, I will
give the neceszary orders.

COMMITTEES

Sz JOHN A. MACDONALD re-
ported lists of members to compose the
Select Standing Committees of the House,
from the Special Committee appointed to
prepare said lists.

APPOINTED,
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Ordered, That the said Report be concurred
- in. —(Sir John A. Macdonaid.)

The following Committees were also
appointed :—

Select Committee to assist Mr. Speaker in the
direction of the Library of Parliament so far
as the interests of this Heuse are concerned, and
to act as members of a Joint Committee of both
Houses on the Library.—(Sir John A. Mac-
donald.)

Seiect Committee to supervise the Official Re-
port of the Debates of this House during the
present Session, with power to report from time
to time.—(Mr. Bowell.)

Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Senate
requesting that their Honours will anite with
this House, in the formation of a Joint Com-
mittee of both Houses, on the subject of the
Printing of Parliament, and that the members
of the Select Standing Committee on Printing
will act as members of the said Joint Committee
on Printing.—(Sir John 4. Macdonald.)

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally in-
troduced and read the first time .—

Bill (No. 10) To regulate the employment of
children, ysung persons and women im the
workshops and factories of the Dominion of
Canada.—(Mr. Bergin.)

Bill (No. 11} To regulate the encambering of
real estate, by loans of money, cr otherwise,—
(Mr. Orton.)

Bill (No. i2) To encourage the sale of farm
produce.—(Mr. Vallee.)

SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER COURTS
ACTS REPEAL BILL.

(Mr. Keeler.)
FIRST READING.

Mr. KEELER introduced a Bill (No.
13) To repeal the Supreme and Exchequer
Courts Act, and the Acts amending the
same.

Mr. ANGLIN : Opposition was offer-
ed last Session to the introduction of a
similar Bill. In my opinion it is due to
the people of the country that the Gov-
ernment should take upon itself to oppose
the introduction of a measure which
must be looked upon as an attack on the
valuable institutions of this country. This
is a very serious question, and I think -
it is scarcely right to allow the intro-
duction of this measure, unless the Gov-
ernment believe that such a question
should be seriously discussed. I have
a very strong fecling that they should
take the initiative and resist a motion of
this kind.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: Per
haps my opinion may not be of much
weight on this question; but I do not
think it at all necessary to oppose a Bill
of this kind. I think a Court of Justice
or an institution of any kind which canno:
stand investigation cannot stand very
high in the estimation of the country.
T shall be glad to hear any discussion on
this or any other matter, and I do not
think that allowirg the Bill to be intro-
duced can be objected to. I think to ob-
ject would be an act of discourtesy to the
Lon. gentleman who proposes to introduce
it.  The Supreme Court, I admit, is a
high tribunal, and one which should receive
the protection of the Government and the
Country ; but the Senate and other insti-
tutions have been attacked before now;
and, although T do not believe in the ex-
pediency of abolishing the Senate, still I
should not ohjecs to the introduction of a
Bill to do away with it altogether, if any
hon. member should think proper to in-
troduce such a Bill.

Bill reud the jirst time.

SABLE ISLAND—TELEGRAPHIC COM-
MUNICATION.

QUESTION.

Mer. ROBERTSON (Shelburne) en-
quired, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to connect Sable Island
with the mainland of the Province of
Nova Scotia by marine telegraph, during
the present year.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : That
is under the consideration of the Govern-
ment.

STRATFORD POST-OFFICE
TOM-HOUSE.

AND CUS-

QUESTION,

Mr. HESSON enquired, Whether the
Government have decided to accept the
valuzble lands proposed to be donated by
the town of Stratford for the purpose of
erecting a post-office and Custom-house
thereon ; and, if so, 1s it the intention of
the Government to erect said post-office
~and Custom-house at an early date ?

Sie JOHN A. MACDONALD: In
the absence of the Postmaster-General,
T may state that we do notfiud that there
has been any such offer made to the Gov-
.ernrent.

Sik Jomy A. MACDONALD.

[COMMONS.]

and Unorganised Territories.

MANITOBA—ALLOTMENT TO MINORS.
QUESTION,

Mr. SCHULTZ enquired, Whether it
is the intention of the Government to pro-
ceed with the allotment to minors in the
unallotted parishes of Manitoba.

Sk JOHN A, MACDONALD stated
that the allotments had taken place in St.
Boniface and several other parishes, and
were received on the 17th instant, and the
Agent of the Dominion reported that the
allotment in St. Frangois Xavier and the
remaining parishes would be sent in a few
days.

BOUXNDARY BLTWEEN OXNTARIO AND
UNORGANISED TERRITORIES OF
THE DOMINION.

ADJOURNED DEBATE.

House resumed the adjourned debate on Mr.
Dawson’s motion :—** That a Select Committee
be appointed to enquire into, and report to this
House upon all matters connected with the
Boundaries between the Province of Ontario,
and the unorganis:d Territories of the Dominion
with power to send for persons and papers ;
said Committee to be composed of Messrs.
Dawson, Robinson, (eoffrion, DeCosmos, Breck-
en, Royal, Trow, Mousseau, Caron, McDonald
(Cape Breton), and Weldon, of whom five to
form a quorum.”

Mr. MACKENZIE: Before the vote
is taken, I desire vo notiee very briefly
some arguaments and statements made by
hon. gentlemen opposite in the debate
yesterday. I regret that the hon. the
Minister of Justice is not in Lis place, as
T desire to allude to some of his remarks,
but I will defer doing so until later on.
The hon. gentleman at the head of the
Government strongly objected to the
mode of settlement, and devoted remarks
yesterday to showing that the course pur-
sued by the late Government was not one
which should have been taken ; but there
are some reasons why we may fairly
doubt whether his own opinion was
always in that direction. When the mat-
ter was first bronght under discussion,
under the late Sandfield Macdonald,
that gentleman employed the hon.
member for Halton (Mr. Macdougall)
to make some preliminary examinations
by inspection of maps, plans, books,
papers, Acts of Parlianient, and other
documents. I do not propose to discuss
the report of that hon. gentleman at all ;
but he was the one who, in the first
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place, suggested an arbitration for the ' venture to say that that gentleman was
settlement of this question. He reported 'not eminently fitted to undertake the
officially on the 9th of March, 1872, (that ' office. He had been Prime Minister of
was in his second report) that he “ sug- ‘ Canada for years, and subsequently acted
gested in a friendly unofficial way, to!as Governor of another Colony; had spent
members of the Dominion Government, | most of a long life in the country, and

and of the Government of Ontario, the ex- -
pediency of appointing, before the Com-
missioners begin their discussion, a third
person of ability and position unconnected
with Canada,to act as wmnpire in case of dis
pute, subject of course to the approval of
Parliament ; and then he says, so far as
.““he could judge, Sir John A. Macdonald
and Sir George Ii. Cartier, to whom he
made the suggestion, viewed 1t favour-,
ably.” 1 do not present this as any argu-
ment to prove whether the proposal once |
made by hon. gentlemen opposite, namely, ;
to refer the matter to the Privy Council, or |
that proposed by the late Administration,
to have Arbitrators named on this side |

was well qualified, from his natural
abilities, to fulfil a duty of this kind. No
objection was taken to him at the time;
and only now is the objection taken, be-
cause he was not a member of the legal
profession. It has been the custom in
appointing Arbitrators to select one legal
gentleman, while the other two are layinen,
5o that no real exception can be taken on
that ground to the Avbitrators. The hon.
the Minister of Justice yesterday, and
the mover of the motion before the House,
made some remarks. I am not quite sure
that the Minister of Justice said much on
the point, but the mover of the motion,
did say that the parties who were

of the Atlantic to decide the ques- - appointed by the Dominion Government
tion was the best, but I mention it as | to conduct the case before the Arbitrators
showing that at one time our scheme | were not able to conduct the proceedings.
was favourably entertained by the hon.; Mr. McDONALD (Pictou): I said
gentleman at the head of the Government. | nothing of the kind.

‘We conceived it to be the best, because; Mr. MACKENZIE: That was cer-
we believed that access to such documents | tainly implied. The gentleman who
as could only be obtained in England and ' moved the resolution, however, did not
France could as well be obtained for use: hesitate at all in saying so.

here in this country, and a larger amout of ; Mr. DAWSON: The hon. gentleman
evidence could be obtained on this side of | will pardon me, but I did not say so.

the water, where the whole question was | Mz MACKENZIE : The Lon. gentle-
better understood than in England ; and | man even impugned the integrity of the
we believed, that people on this side were ! award, and stated that the proceedings
much better acquainted with the history | were not properly conducted. ~The award
of, und all matters connected with, the might be wrong, but, at the same time, no-
subject than any Judges of the Privy [ thing can be alleged against its integrity.
Council could possibly be. This, I admit, | The hon. gentleman who moved the re-
15 a matter of opinion; but we had no| solution reflected upon all those who were
doubt upon the question; and we in-| managingit. He said thecase on the part of
formed Parliament when the Arbitrators | Ontario was admirably conducted and was
were appointed. The hon. gentleman at | altogether better managed than that of the
the _head of the Government took ex-| Dominion. Now, Sir,in the first place, the
ception yesterday because only onelegal | hon. gentlemen opposite appointed a

gentleman sat as an Arbitrator, althongh
that one occupied the highest position
that could be attained at the Bar of the
Province of Ontario. The late J udge
Wilmot, of New Brunswick, was named
by the Dominion Government ; but, before
the Avbitrators could meet, he died. It
then became the duty of the Administra-
tion to select someone in his place, some
one of position, and possessed of high
abilities; and their selection fell upon
Sir Francis Hincks. T think no one will i

6

very eminent lawyer in Montreal, Mr.
Ramsay, and he prepared the case. A
pamphlet, which was published and was
before the -Arbitration, contained Mr.
Ramsay’s case. That gentleman became a
Judge, if T recollect aright, before the pro-
ceedings had gone very far. I donot say
that Mr. Ramsay was appointed to appear
before the Arbitrators, but he was ap-
pointed to prepare the case before the
Government of the hon. gentlemen oppe-
site left office, and they had, of course,



82  Boundary between Ontario

the advantage of that gentleman’s investi-
gations. The late Administration after-
wards appointed Mr. John Armour, one of
the present Judges of the Court of Queen’s
Bench in Ontario. No one can allege
that Mr. Armour was incapable of con-
ducting a case of that kind, or that he
was not amongst the ablest men of On-
tario to whom such a case could be sub-
mitted. He was succeeded, after giving
considerable attention to the case, by Mr.
Monk and Mr. McMahon, of London,
who spent months studying the question,
gentlemen who finally conducted the case
to conclusion before the Arbitrators, as-
sisted always by the Deputy Minister of
Justice ; and no one who was present at
any of the meetings of the Arbitrators
could doubt that the very greatest possible
attention was given by all the parties who
were engaged by the Dominion Govern-
ment in the settlement of the case. Now,
Sir, the hon. the Minister of Justice was
not able yesterday, apparently, to confine
himself to the argument npon the merits
of the case. He went out of his way to
allege that the Government of the Pro-
vince of Ontario took good care not to
mention anything about the amount of
money which the Government had to pay
in 1870 to the Hudson’s Bay Company.
They were willing, he said, to take the
territory, but they took care to make no
claim to it until the Government had ex-
pended a large sum in paying the Hudson’s
Bay Company for their territory.

Mr. McDONALD (Pictou): I am
sure the hon. gentleman does not wish to
misconstrue what I said. I said that it
was a subject of enquiry why Ontario
did not raise the question of the boundary
at the time of the mnegotiations with the
Hudson’s Bay Company.

Mr. MACKENZIE: The hon. gentle-
man spoke at the time of money that had
to be paid.

Mr. McDONALD (Pictou): I men-
tioned payment incidentally, but that was
the argument.

Mer. MACKENZIE: Both the argu-
ment and the implication were that
Ontario wished to obtain possession of
some territory for which money was paid
to the Hudson's Bay Company.

Mr. McDONALD (Pictou): On the
contrary, the very point I raised was
raised in the case by Mr. McMahon him-
self, that Ontario, if she had a right,

Mg, MACKENZIE.

\

| mately given.
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waived that right by not making a claim
during the negotiations.

Mz. MACKENZIE: T do not know
what claim she could possibly have to
make ; there was no claim whatever in
the matter. The question was, where
was the boundary? The hon. the Minis-

ter of Justice spoke as if Ontario was

claiming part of the Hudson’s Bay Com-
pany’s territory. Ontario claimed nothing
of the kind. T asked the question across
the House, if the hon. gentleman could tell
me how much of the Hudson’s Bay Com-
pany’s territory Ontario was claiming, and
he was not able to tell me.

Mr. McDONALD (Pictou): Yes, I
did ; T said all that was west and north
of the true line.

Mr. MACKENZIE: And that is what
the hon. gentleman considers the Hud-
son's Bay Company's territory; and he
asks if Ontario was simply claiming what
wasg Ontario’s. Ontario wanted nothing
but her own true boundaries, and what-
ever was within those boundaries the Hud-
son's Bay Company had nothing to do
with; and, when the hon. gentleman made
an attempt yesterday to cast imputations
of selfishness and impropriety on the
Ontario Government and people, he for-
got the vary basis of the claim. Why,
Ontario could not, and dared not, claim
before any Arbitration a portion of the
Hudson’s Bay Company’s territory, and it
was for that territory that the money was
paid by the Dominion Government—
£300,000 sterling. Now, the ques-
tion to be decided by the Arbitrators
was simply, what were the true bound-
aries of Ontario, and, in order to ascertain
that, it became necessary to examine
maps, treaties, Acts of Parliament,
Governors’ Commissions, and all corres-
pondence, and even the speeches of public
men in the Imperial Parliament. Such
were the documents presented by the re-
spective parties to the contest, before the
Arbitrators, and it was upon the careful
perusal of all such documents, maps, and
treaties, and the natural wording of the
Act of 1774, that the decision was ulti-
The hon. gentleman, if T
recollect aright, then—if not himself then
it was his leader-—ridiculed the idea of
Governors' Commissions being at all re-
ferred to, as overriding in any respect
other evidence or constituting evidence in
themselves. Governors’ Commissions
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were simply cited as evidence that what-
ever territory was covered by them and
the accompanying Instructions must neces-
sarily have been included in the old Pro-
vince”; that that would be not only very
strong corroborative evidence, but would
be actually positive evidence that the ter-
ritory was so defined and appointed. The
hon. the Minister of Justice also referved
to the language of the Actof 1774. Now
I am quite sure that the hon. gentleman,
if he looks at the language employed in
that Act, will think that it entirely goes
against the interpretation that he put
upon it. I do not intend at the present
moment to enter upon an argument as to
what the boundaries were or were not,
nor would I refer to this at all for a mo-
ment but for the remarks of the hon.
gentleman himself, who took it for grant-
ed that northwards from the junction
of the Ohio and Mississippi rivers
must mean due north. Now if you
were to 1make such application of
the words westward on the Ohio River,
you would never reach the junction of
the two rivers at all, because it is not due
west, but a very long way off due west,
and, if the term westward means along
the banks of the Ohio in a westerly direc-
tion, it is clearly the case at the same time
that the word northward along the banks
of the Mississippi must mean the same
thing. You cannot interpret the two
words in a different way.

Srr JOHN A. MACDONALD:
“ Northward along the banks of the Mis-
sissippi ” is not in the Act.

Mzr. MACKENZIE : I am speaking of
the word ¢ northward.”

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : And
¢ along the banks of the Ohio” is not in
the Act.

Mr. MACKENZIE : But that makes
no difference as to the interpretation of
the two words, because, if it was meant to
be due north the words would be used
“ due north” not “ northward.” Why
should the word northward be used ?
Simply because the word westward was
used in the sentence immediately preced-
ing? The word northward indicat:d the
line to be taken, and, besides that, the
banks of the Mississippi were used in
other documents as the boundary which
was there described in the Act of 1774
showing that there was no ground what-
ever for the contention that due north

was the direction intended to be indicat-
ed. Another point which the hon. gentle-
man at the head of the Government made
was this. He said: What was to be-
come of the Indian land? The Domin-
ion Government had extinguished the
title to lands in a part of this very
country covered by these negotiations;
were these lands to become the property of
Ontario at the expense of the Dominion ?
he asked. Well, I may ask the hon.
gentleman if this is the first case of the
kind that has occurred in which lands so
situated were dealt with. The hon. gentle-
ment knows itis not. The hon. gentle-
man has only to search the public docu-
ments and he will find that the lands
covered by the Robinson Treaty next to
the lands he now speaks of, many years
ago, are embraced in the definition of the
boundaries of Ontario by himself. He
knows also that the Dominion of Canada
treated these Indian subsidies under the
Robinson Treaty as a mere matter of
account chargeable against the Province
of Ontario, and all the money thatthe
Dominion Government pays out for sub-
sidies to Indians upon land within the
territory of Ontario, is to be repaid to the
Dominion Government by Ontario. Now,
I recolleot ~very well ecalling Mr.
Mowat’s attention to this very thing.
I have no strong impression, however, of
that territory, and I told him that, so far
as my personal opinion was concerned,
I would rather have the Indian money
paid back than have possession of the
territory. According to the plan pursued
with the land held under the Robinson
Treaty, the Dominion @&overnment could
have the right to claim the sum of over
$100,000, already paid to the Indians, un-
der Treaty No. 3, thatis for the Indian
lands east of the line through the centre
of the Lake of the Woods ; nearly the
whole of the lands embraced under that
Treaty were embraced also in the territory
declared by the Arbitrators to be within
the boundaries of Ontario, and we would
be entitled for all time to the amount of
the annual annuities payable to the In-
dians, which was something between
$17,000,and $18,000. Thearguwent, there-
fore, of the hon. gentleman at the head of
Government was withouta particle of force
in this respect, as we had no difficulty
whatever in regard to the transference of
claims for the Indian lands. The hon.
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gentleman at the head of the Government
based a long argument, mixed with a good
deal of declamation upon the fact that the
word ‘“determine,” which was the word used
in the Ontario Act, did not convey the
idea of a final definition of the true
houndary line but of a conventional line.
It so happens that the word *‘ determine ”
does not bear the meaning that the hon.
gentleman attached to it, and that it was
used through all the correspondence and
negotiations—in the first Order in Coun-
cil passed by the Dominion Government
on 12th Nov., 1874, appointing Mr.
‘Wilmot to represent the interests of that
Government ; in the Ontario Order in
Council, appointing the Hon. Mr. Rich-
ards, late Chief Justice of Ontario and of
*he Dominion ; and the award of the
Arbitrators proceeds in this way :—

‘“ The undersigned having been appointed by
the Governments of Canada and Ontario as Ar-
bitrators to ¢ determine’ the Northerly and
Westerly Boundaries of Ontario, do hereby
‘ determine’ and decide that the following are
* * * such boundaries.”

Then comes the specification of the
boundaries, followed by a description of
the true boundaries as there ascertained.
The word “determine” is not only in itself a
perfectly proper word, but it happens to
be a word that was used throughout all
those documents, where the object was
to ascertain the true boundary. The pre-
amble of the Ontario Act of 1879, con-
taining the foregoing, then proceeds as
follows :—

¢ Whereas, the eflect of the said award is to
give to this Province less territory than had
Deen claimed on behalf of the Province, and
more territory than the Government of Canada
had contended to be within the limits of the
Province, or than was contained within the
Provincial boundaries aforesaid.”

After which follows an extract from Cap.
28 of 34 and 35 Vict. giving the
authority to define and alter boundaries.
This language in the preamble, and in the
recital of the above Act, was assumed by
the hon. gentleman opposite to be in it-
self an acknowledgment that Ontario re-
ceived more than she was entitled to,
whereas the language was simply used as
a recital of the authority by which the
Losgislature was empowered to declare in
conjunction with the Dominion Govern-
ment the boundary ascertained. The

Mz, MACKENZIE.

claim of Ontario was one. which the Ar-
bitrators had no difficulty in coming to a
conclusion upon. The hon. gentleman,
therefore, cannot claim that the mere reci-
tal of the words which were used in the Im-
perial Act could be used to vitiate the claim
of the Province of Ontario, or to imply that
the Ontario Government conceded that it
was obfaining territory it was mnot
entitled to or expected. It was in
fact using the language of the Imperial
Act. The language of the first seec-
tion of the Ontario Act was sufficiently
extensive to put beyond dispute any claim
in the future which might be brought up
in the Courts of Justice, as to whether
this was or was not the true boundary.
Assuming that it is possible that the
Arbitrators have made a mistake, even if
a ristake has been made in any particu-
lar, the award nevertheless remains as a
finul award, and the boundaries so declared
will be for all future time the true
boundaries of the Province of Ontario.
The hon. gentleman at the head of the
Governmment seems to think it is a very
light thing to set aside an Arbitration
of this kind; he seems to think that
because a mnew Administration is in
office, it is quite competent for it to
treat the old Government and ali their
Acts very much as the Stuarts after the
Restoration treated all the administrative
acts and legislation of Oliver Cromwell.
Our Administration would appear to
have been treated as a wusurpation of
authority, and the hon. gentleman himself
and his friends to be the true rulers, by
divine right, of this country. That ap-
pears to be the hon. gentleman’s doctrine,
and it is his doctrine in relation to many
things beside the case under discussion.
I have no objection whatever to the hon.
gentleman using his power in this House
to set aside the legislation of the last
Government if ke thinks it wrong, but I
fear that, if he were living in another
country, he would find some difficulty in
setting aside solemn treaties that have
been entered upon, such as the Treaty for
the settlement of the San Juan question.
If the decision on tbat occasion of the
Emperor William were to be set aside, it
would beas justifiablefrom an International,
point of view as the setting aside of the
award in the present case. Thelon. gentle-
man would have no more right to set aside
the award than he would have to set aside
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the Treaty of Washington. I therefore
protest, with all the earnestness possible,
against the conclusion at which the hon.
gentleman has arrived in this matter,
snd in the meantime all the evils which
could possibly arise from the non-settle-
ment of this difficulty continue to exist.
No doubt the Government of Ontario can
assume, as they have the right to assume,
jurisdiction ~within what they have
believed to be their boundaries, and any
question of jurisdiction which may arise
can be determined in another way. In
the meantime, we know that Justices ef
the Peace were appointed by the two
Governments, and that a conventional
line was drawn from Hunter’s Island due
north, beyond which the Dominion Gov-
ernment could give deeds for land and
timber limits, and within which, to the
eastward, Ontario exercises sole jurisdio-
tion and authority.  Apart from this ar-
rangement about the lands, the incon-
venience which will arisefrom such astate
of aftairs was pointed out by the hon.
gentleman himself in several Minutes of
Council, which still exist. Now, I think
we have reason to complain of
the course the hon. gentleman took
in another particular. Unless he as-
sumes that it was desirable that
this unfortunate state of things should
continue, why did he not take some action
during the late Session of this Parliament;
how is it that some eighteen months have
elapsed since the hon. gentleman assumed
office, and he has taken no steps of any
kind in order to reach a settlement. I
could understand why he delayed last
spring ; I have no doubt whatever that he
delayed it in order to aid himself and his

friends in electioneering in the Province of |

Ontario, hoping to be able to fill certain offi-
ces. Itdid not, however, do him much good,
and I venture tosay,apart fromall sectional
considerations whatever, which I trust
will find no place in this debate, that pub-
lic opinion throughout the Dominion will
condemn the course that the hon. gentle-
man has taken, and which is so unjustifi-
able upon general principles, as well as
being against the evidence which we pos-
sess to the fact that the Arbitration was
conducted impartially and justly, and that
1o one can claim that either of the Arbi-
trators who were appointed by the Do-
minion to conduct the case, has in any
way ,whatever neglected his duty, or

in any way whatever failed to perform
all that was expected or required of him.

Mg. DAWSON : I beg to say that, in
referring to the gentlemen who acted for
the Dominion, I meant to cast no reflec-
tion upon them whatever. I believe that
they were very capable, and I know Mr.
McMahon, a personal friend of my own,
to be an able lawyer, but I will say that
they were placed in a false position, that
sufficient time was not afforded them to
look into the volumes produced by On-
tario, which would take any man a year
to wade through. As to the award itself,
I pointed out the extraordinary manner
in which vast territories had been dealt
with, but I certainly did not refleet on
the gentlemen who acted for the Domin-
ion Government.

Mr. BLAKE: If it would take a year
to look into those books, as the hon. gen-
tleman stated, how does he expect the
Committee to do it in six weeks.

Mr. DAWSON: That remains to be
seen.

Mr. MACDOUGALL: The hon. gen-
tleman who has just addressed the House
was good enough to make some reference
to a recommendation of mine, when I was
employed as a Commissioner for the Pro-
vince of Ontario, to investigate this ques-
tion of its western and northern bound-
aries, and to report to that Governmenst
the facts, evidence, views and opinions
resulting from that investigation. I sup-
pose the hon. gentleman gives me some
credit—I took it in a complimentary
sense—that, on that occasion I recom-
mended the appointment of a third person
to act with the two Commissioners ap-
pointed by the respective Governments,
whose report might take the form of an
award. That is quite true, but in at-
tempting to make that recommenda-
tion a cover for, or to commit mein
any way to the approval ot the award
which has been made, the hon. gen-
tleman compels me to say that, if the
members of this House will refer to the
correspondence published in the Journals
of the Local Legislature, they will see
that it was not intended, nor did it enter
into my mind, that the report of the Com-
missioners should be a definitive award
like that which we are now considering. It
was to be an examination of the history of
the question, a collection of material facts
which might be found pertinent to a
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decision of the question, Is there a
western or northern boundary line of On-
tario ? If we found it, we were to report
the fact. 'We had no authority to make
or declare a boundary. With the indul-
gence of the House, I will take the oppor-
tunity to make a few remarks upon the
gravity of the question we have to deal
with, and upon the objections which have
been made to the proposition of the hon.
gentleman opposite (Mr. Dawson) to refer
to a Committee of this House the duty of
examining and reporting upon this award.
In the first place, the extent of territory
that is involved, the material interests

that are at stake—or rather the control
and jurisdiction over these material in-
terests—as well as the political questions
involved in the action which this House |
is invited to take by the hon. gentleman
opposite, when he asked us to approve of
the award, are too important for off-hand
or summary treatment. I have in my
hand a report prepared by the Ontario

Government, accompanied by a map:
illustrating the extent of territory,
and the importance of the interests
from a Provincial point of view |
that are involved in t is question. I
will take the liberty of reading a single
paragraph which will enable the House
to see how important, in the estimation
of the Local Government of Ontario, at
least, is the question +we are now
discussing. In mentioning the area of
country involved, the compiler of this
official document states :

‘“ The district included within these boun-
daries is of equal if not greater area than the
whole of the rest of Ontario, exclusive of the
Lakes Ontario, Superior, Huron, and Erie.
Omitting those Lakes the Province, within
the limits embraced in the proposition of the
Dominion, contained about 64,000,000 acres,
or 107,000 square miles of territory. From
the Quebec boundary line—rom Lake Temis-
camingue to James Bay—to the Lake of the
‘Woods, the distance cannot be much less than
seven hundred miles; while measured from
north to south the new territory coversa
breadth of country varying from over three
hundred to one hundred miles; the Province of
Ontaric will consequently in future possess an
areaof fully 200,000 square miles, This is
80,000 square miles greater than the area of
the United Kingdom; only 12,000 square
miles less than the whole German Empire ;
only 2,000 square miles less than France, and
equal to the combined areas of Holland, Por-
tugal, United Italy, Switzerland and Belgium,
The awarded terr.tory alone possesses an area
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greater by 20,000 square miles than the group
of countries just named. excepting Italy.”
Mr. MacpoveaLL.
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So it will be seen from this short state-
ment, thata very large portion of the
earth’s surface is waiting the decision of
this Parliament with respect to its future
municipal and territorial jurisdiction. It
cannot be said that such a question ought
to be disposed of per saltum, by a new
Parliament. A large number of the mem-
bers are new to this question—at least
they have not dealt with it as legislators
hitherto, or been called upon to investi-
gate or discuss it. I have already found
hon. members, well informed en most
questions, who say they have not had an
opportunity of perusing those documents
and voluminous reports, one by the late
Minister of the Interior, and another by a
distinguished literateur of Toronto, Mr.
Lindsey, and another published by the
Ontario Government, which deal with the
history of the question. If members
desire to inform themselves as to the truth
and cogency of the statements made by
the advocates of the different boundaries
proposed, and to pronounce intelligently
upon the merits of the case, it will be
necessary that some means be adopted to
furnish the House with information, and
that time be given it to decide. I am
not quite convinced that it is not the duty

- of the Government, in a matter of such

gravity as the present, to take the matter
into their own hands. I confess I felt
the force of the objections made on the
other side of the House, against handing
over a question like this to a private
member, allowing him to take the control
of it, and to name the Committee, of
which he is to be Chairman. So faras I
can judge from the speech of the Minister
of Justice, yesterday, and from what has
since transpired, the Government do not
object to this Committee. If appointed,
I think it will be necessary for its
members to go over the whole ground al-
ready traversed by those concerned in the
previous discussions. I think that, the
question having remained for nine years
since the first Commissioners were ap-
pointed, without friendly settlement or final
adjudication, it may properly remain a few
weeks, or  even a few months longer,
under investigation, before the Parlia-
ment of the Dominion is called upon to
make its final judgment in the case. As
one of these concerned in the earlier en-
quiries into the question of our north-
western boundaries, and having been
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charged with the duty of examining and
reporting upon them, I have always felt
anxious for, and have urged a speedy set-
tlement. The Government of the Domin-
jon in 1871, as well as the Local Govern-
ment of that day, felt the importance, in
view of the administration of justice in
the disputed territory, of having it clearly
established what authority had jurisdic-
tion in it. The Local Government of
Ontario in 1872—a change having taken
place, and the member for West Durham
having acceded to the Premiership—
thought proper to take this question into
their own hands, in a spirit wholly differ-
ent from that which moved those who
first undertook to settle it. The case was
being investigated, Commissioners had
been appointed, one by the Dominion and
the other by Ontario ; but final instruc-
tions had not been given them, and they
had never met. It had been part of my
duty in connection with the negotiations
tor the acquisition of the, Hudson’s Bay
Territory, to examine the maps and
authorities bearing on this subject. On
the resignation of Mr. Sandfield Mac-
donald, and the assumption of office by
the hon. member for West Durham, I was
called on suddenly to report as to the pro-
gress of the Commission. After some cor-
respondence between'the Local and Do-
minion Governments, I was called upon
1o report my views, opinions and con-
clusions, with reference to the whole
case. In obedience to this pressing
demand, I prepared a Report, which you
will find in the Sessional Papers of the
Local Legislature for 1873, Part 3. 1t is
merely a preliminary paper, setting
forth the difficulties of the question, and
the different constructions which might
be put on the Act of 1774, and referring
to the Commissions and Instructions given
to the Governors of the Province of Que-
bec, with other authorities. It states also
the conclusions at which I, as an indi-
vidual, had arrived, after reviewing all
those authorities.  As soon as that paper
came into the possession of the Local
Government, I was instructed to cease all
operations or proceedings as a Commis-
sioner. In fact, I was very civilly, or,
perhaps, Ishould say, uncivilly, dismissed.
I was discharged, at all events, from
any further duty or concern in the mat-
ter. The member for West Durham took
the case into his own hands, as head of

the Local Government, and, after some
correspondence, which you will find in the
papers published by the Local Legislature,
a change of Government took place in the
Dominion, the hon. gentleman’s political
friends acceding to office, and he himself
becoming a Minister ; and for five years
from that period hon. gentlemen opposite,
with their political friends in the Local
Government, had the question under
their control. They had the Dominion
Parliament and the Ontario Legislature at
their back ; the case had reached a cer-
tain stage of progress when it fell into
their hands, and upon them rests the
responsibility for its non-settlement while
they remained in power. They did not
settle it, although it had been urged pre-
viously, on both sides, that a speedy set-
tlement was very desirable, in view of the
possible commission of crimes in the dis-
puted territory. Public works were com-
menced there, under the Administration
of the hon. gentleman who now complains
of a few weeks delay.  The Arbitrators
were appointed years ago, and some of
them died without having accomplished
their mission. In view of these
facts, it does not come with very
good grace from hon. gentlemen opposite,
to pressia new Parliament, dealing with
this question for the first time, to dispose
of it per saltum, by a vote, without any
enquiry or examination of the different
questions connected with it. I believe the
majority of the House will take this view,
and that the people of Canada will con-
sider that, from the importance of the
case, as stated by representatives of On-
tario, we ought to enquire into, and care-
fully consider the question in all its
aspects. I have no hesitation in express-
ing my own opinion that the right of On-
tario to claim her boundary in the West,
as far as thelNorth-West Angle of the Liake
of the Woods, is capable of conclusive
demonstration. I do not agree with the
Minister of Justice in his strict construc-
tion of the Act of 1774. We know now
under what circumstances that Act was
introduced and howv it was dealt with.
In 1839 the Report of the Debates on the
Quebec Bill was discovered among the
Egerton Manuscripts in the British Mu-
seum. That report is a very interesting
decument to the historical student of this
country, for it shows the views that pre-
vailed in England as well as in America
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with regard to many of the political ques-
tions then atissue between the two coun-
tries. The Cavendish Debates, as they are
called, were reported by a skilful steno-
grapher,and werenot published until 1839.
From them it appears that, when Lord
North introduced the Quebec Act of 1774,
in which the boundaries of Canada were
defined, he submitted it to the House of
Lords on the responsibility of the Govern-
ment, and in that Act the Mississippi
river was distinctly declared to be the
‘Western Boundary of Canada.

Mz. MILLS: Of Quebec.

Mr. MACDOUGALL: Of Quebec of
course, that being the name of the Province
then. While the Act wasunder considera-
tion in the Commons, Mr. Burke, then a
distinguished member of that House, and
the paid agent of New York, in dis-
charging his duty to his ewmployers, as
well as to his constituents, felt it his duty
to object to the loose way in which the
boundary was declared in the preamble to
the Bill. The House suspended proceed-
ings, the report observes, during half an
hour, while Burke and other members
went up stairs to consult the maps ; they
came down with an alteratior in the de-
scription. In the Biil, Quebec was declared
to be bounded on the south by the Ohio
river, on the west by the Mississippi, on
the north by the Hudson’s Bay territories.
In the amended description, a limitary
line is laid down. The description was
altered so far in order to avoid interference
with the then Colony of New York on the
south. With this object Mr. Burke ran a
line until he came to the expression “north-
ward,” in the original description. He
had got down to the jurction of the Ohio
with the Mississippi, and, having no

and Unorganised Territories.

ing to Hudson’s Bay, etc., and they are hereby
during His Majesty’s pleasure, made part and
parcel of the Province of Quebec,” etc.

All the territories, etc., lying within
the bounds mentioned, east of the Miss-
issippi river, were annexed to Quebec,
and, except the portion afterwards surren-
dered to the United States, became part
of Upper Canada, when that Province
was created. The description in the Act
as finally passed, after defining a line on
the south to the north-west angle of
Pennsylvania, is in these words :—

*“ And thence along the western boundary of
the said Province until it strikes the River
Obio, and along the bank of the said river
westword to the banks of the Mississippi, and
northward to the southern boundary of the
territory granted to the Merchant Adventurers
of Eungland trading to Hudson’s Bay.”

Now, of course, the whole argument turns
upon the proper interpretation of this word,
“northward,” as used in the Act. We
have the Act before us, and, according to a
rule of construction which I remember to
have vead a good many years ago, you
cannot look at the surrounding circum-
stances in interpreting an Act of Parlia-
ment. Youcannotread thespeeches of mem-
bers of Parliament when the Actwas under
discussion todiscoverthe meaning of obscure
passages. Butin more modern times I find
that, in the United States, and also in Eng-
land, the Judges have found it necessary, in
delivering their judgments, to consult the
records of Parliament, and even to consult
Hansard. There are cases in our own
Courts in which the Judges have referred
to what took place in Parliament as a
means of ascertaining and explaining the
meaning of ambiguous expressions. And
I think that, in a great political question

further interest in the matter, he did not  of this sort, we are justified in looking into

interfere with the Bill any further. But the
new description was inapplicable and in-

its history. A brief exploration enables
us to ascertain the object of the Imperial

congruous, because the words “the left l Government in adding these territories to
bank of the Mississippi” were omitted. I  the old Province of Quebec. The object as
shall read the description of the country | stated by Lord North was toinclude certain
added to the Province of Quebec, by the | trading posts not then within the juris-

Act of 1774, as it was expressed in the
Bill when it passed the House of Lords:—

¢ Be it enacted, that all the said territories,
islands and countries, (referred to in the pre-
amble), heretofore part of the territory of

Canada in North America. extending southward

to the banks of the River Ohio; westward to
the banks of the Mississippi, and northward to
the southern boundary of the territory granted
to the Merchant Adventurers of England trad-
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diction of the Province of Quebec, in order
to give them the advantages of an organ-
ised Government. These posts, as we well
know, were beyond the boundary which
would have been assigned to Quebec if the
line were to run due north from the junc-
tion of the Ohio with the Mississippi.
The very object of the Bill would have
been defeated by such a construction.
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There is enough doubt in the case, at all
events, to justify its reference to a Com-
mittee of the ablest men in Parliament.
If the members of this House representing
the other Provinces are under the appre-
hension that, by agreeing to this conven-
tional boundary, they will be giving to
Ontario great additional territory and
political power, which in thefuture might
be used adversely to their interests, then
they have a right to demand that this
question shall be judicially determined by
the highest judicial authority in the Em-
pire. Inthatcase,T apprehend all partiesand
all Provinces willacquiesce in ‘the decision.
The people of the other Provinces do not, I
believe, desire to deprive Ontario of her just
rights. If entitled to this territory, she will
getitandnoonewillhavearighttocomplain.
The people expect at our hands that we
shall defend, not only Dominion, but Pro-
vineial rights, and I doubt if any Ontario
member on either side of the House will
hesitate to exercise the authority given
him by his constituents, to. defend the
rights of the people of that Province to
the last. 'We want the true boundary, so
far as it can be ascertained, nothing wmore,
nothing  less. Now, let me call
the attention of the House for a few
moments to the difficulties connected with
that question. It is a boundary that can
only be ascertained by reference to certain
points mentioned in the Act of 1774, and
in Royal Proclamaiions and Commissions
to Governors.  So long as you are on the
Mississippi, you have a natural boundary
on the west, but when you get to Lake
Ttaska, the most northern source of that
river, you are left on the prairie, and
then, having nothing to explain the course
intended Ly the word northward, I sup-
pose you must go due north. Then on
the north we have the limit “to the
southern boundary of the territory grant-
ed to the Hudson’s Bay Company.” The
Minister of Justice is under the impression
that we did not make any attempt to
claim or define boundaries in the discus-
sion with the Hudson’s Bay authorities.
T_hat question, Sir, was very thoroughly
discussed, and Mr. Mowat adopts the
argument we used on that occasion, and
makes it a part of his case.

Me. McDONALD (Pictou) : I did not
say that my hon. friend did not raise the
question of boundary at all; but I said

that'Ontario did not, antecedent to that
discussion.

Mr. MACDOUGALL: The question
had not arisen until Confederation, as re-
gards Ontario, and, in every controversy
with the Hudson’s Bay Company, we
always contended that our boundary went
very far west of the Height of Land, The
Government of Canada, on every publie
occasion, disputed the right of the Hud-
son’s Bay Company to territory outside of
the undefined circle about Hudson’s Bay.
They took that ground upon the final
settlement of the question, when Sir
George Cartier and myself represented the
Government, and I never heard any com-
plaint about our argument, except my
right hon. friend said on our return : “ You
used pretty sharp language.” 1, for one,
felt very warm upon that question, when
I found that an ex-member of the Tmperial
Government had been appointed Governor
of the Hudson’s Bay Company, and that,
before our negotiations were concluded,
we had to meet the arguments of a gentle-
man to whom we had shown our hand when
the statement of our rights as against the
Hudson’s Bay Company wsa confidential-
ly laid before the Imperial Cabinet.
Our territorial claims as against the
Hudson’s Bay Company are set forth at
length in the correspondence between the
Canadian Delegates and the Colonial
Office, and our arguments are quoted by
Mr. Mowat in his statement of the case
for Ontario, as being cogent and in accord;
ance with facts. We were acting of the
name and on behalf of Canada. We felt
that we were reiterating the views
entertained and expressed by the Gov-
ernment of Canada on all occasions since
the question was first raised in Parlia.
ment, and I am not aware that the con-
tention of the Canadian Government that
the proprietary rights of the Hudson's
Bay Company were restricted to the coun-
try they occupied prior to the Treaty of
Paris of 1763, has ever been officially
withdrawn or denied. If the Hudson’s
Bay Company had nolegal right to the
territory beyond the line laid down on
the maps of that period—one or two hun-
dred miles, perbaps, south of Hudson
Bay—if that was the extreme extent
southward to which they had laid claim,
we have now to find, and the Judical
Committee of the Privy Council, if the
question be referred to them, will have to
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find, the southern limit of the territory of
the I-ludson s Bay Company as laiddown by
themselves. That will be as very difficult
proposition—a very difficult question todis-
pose of by metes and bounds. The Hudson’s
Bay Company at different periods extend-
ed their claims. The French Govern-
ment on the other hand,on behalf of their
citizens and traders, pushed the boun-
daries of the French territory as mear to
Hudson’s Bay as possible. Commissioners
were appointed on behalf of the two
countries, who met and discussed the
matter, and maps were submitted. I do
not know that a Court of Law could
find any rule or precedent applicable to
such a case, that would justify itin fixing
a boundary outside of the limits laid down
by these Commissioners. I think it
probable that a line must be found some-
where between these two. It will be im-
possible to mark it upon the ground by re-
tference to any known landmarks or natural
objects. It will bea matter of reasoning and
conjecture, and therefore, in regard to that
part of the case, it seems to me the ques-
tion is one that can ver y well be disposed
of by the authority of Parliament. The
country between the southern boundary
of the Hudson's Bay territory as claimed
either by the English or French Com-
missioners before the Cession in 1783, and
James’s Bay, which is given to Ontario
by this Award, is of little value
for any purpose. It is said to be
frozen within a few inches of the surface
all the year vound. There is no timber
there of any consequence, as cxplorers
tell us. It maybe rich in minerals, but our
country is full of mineraldeposits in regions
much more accessible. I do not agree
with the hon, member for Algoma, that
the country is too far distant, to be prop-
erly administered by Ontario. I think
our Local Government is quite capable of
administering justice or doing whatever
isnecessary fm this territory up to James's
Bay. The hon. gentleman proposes to
establish a new Province in this rocky,
treeless, and frozen region—I think we
have Provinces enough of that description.
I do not find that the Dominion is at all
helped, or its financial burdens lessened
by establishing new Provinces under such
circumstances. We are expending a
great deal for Manitoba-—a fertile Prov-
ince—and for the territory beyond and we
are about to pay, if this House approves of

MR. MACDOUGALL.
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the contracts the Government have given
out, a good many millions for the con-
struction of a Railway in British Colum-
bia, one of these newly acquired Pro-
vinces. Ithink Sir, in view of these
facts, there is not much inducement to
the taxpayers of this Dominion to create
new Provinces unnecessarily. I see no
necessity for itin this case. Ontario
numbers nearly two millions-——one half
the population of this Dominion, Itis
the richest Province—the most pwduc—
tive Province—of this Dominion. It is

"the only Province that to-day paysa

surplus into the Dominion Treasury.
The other Provinces take more out of the
Dominion Treasury than they contribute
to it.

Several Hon. GENTLEMEN : No no.

Mr. MACDOUGALL : Hon. gentle-
men say no—they ought to move for the
publication of the report made by Mr.
Langton, in answer to an Address of this
House, of the income from, and the ex-
penditure in, the severzl Provinces, for
the first six years of Confederation, I
think it will be seen from that report
that a very considerable portion ofthe
revenue and all the surplus came from
Ontario. I am not blaming the other
Provinces, nor do I regard it as a reason
for changing our liberal policy towards

them. The people of Ontario are more
numerous, they occupy a richer
goil and enjoy a finer climate,

their productive energies are greater,
and they can afford to pay more, but,
when we are told that they cannot con-
trol or govern a certain portion of terri-
tory, because it is too distant, and would
prove too burdensome, I think my hon.
friend will have to find some better argu-
ment to justify the creation of a new Pro-
vince in the North. Upon the whole
case, it appears to me there is no occasion
for dispute—no reason for exciting sec-
tional feeling, in this matter. The people
of Ontario will be satisfied with an adju-
dication which is legal and conclusive,
and they will accept whatever territory
is awarded to them by a properly consti-
tuted tribunal. I believe they will accept
what the Arbitrators have given them if
confirmed by this House. It is less than
many of their public writers and advocates
claim, but still, if this award is not con-
firmed by Parliament, the question must
be determined by the highest judicial
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authority in the Empire. I hope, Sir,
that, if a Committee be appointed, it will
be composed of members from different
Provinces, who will give their closest at-
tention to the history, as well as the
legal and constitutional aspects of the
question. It will soon be discovered
that it is not capable of mathematical or
astronomical solution. It cannot be
finally disposed of by any report or
recommendation of a Select Committee.
The Government will be responsible for
the action of this House, and no Commit-
tee can relieve them of that responsibility.
A Committee will be able to collect the
material facts and the evidence bearing on
the case. They will be able to report
upon it more easily now than at any for-
mer time, and Parliament will, atter such
examination and report, be in a better
position to determine either to confirm
the award or remit the question to a legal
tribunal.

Mr. CASEY : I do not feel, Sir, that
this motion can be allowed to pass without
some protest from even the less prominent
members from Ontario. 1 consider, Sir,
that this is the most important question
relating to Ontario that has come before
this House since Confederation. The hon.
member for Halton has ably observed that,
dealing with a question involving so great
an interest as the possession of 64,000,000
acres of land we should proceed with
the utmost gravity, solemnity and deliber-
ation. The hon. mover of this motion,
the hon. the Minister of Justice and the
leader of the Government, have asked us
to praciically settle this question now.
They ask us to utterly disregard the
award. I think T am borne out by the
resolution, which shows no reference to
the award at all. You would never know
from the wording of it that there had
been an award made. You would sup-
pose that the question was still as open as
it was during the period before the Arbi-
trators decided the question. Now, Sir,
this is something the people of Ontario
will not endure in silence. I doubt if
even the Conservative members from On-
tario in this House will tolerate it in
silence, or even after the use of vigorous
lap.gual,ge. At any rate, they cannot vote
for this resolution without, destroying the
txtfl:n ciee;is of Ontario, to this enormous
extent of territory. The le of On-
tario _would object to p:zp 1 in

C—

the slightest degree calculated to injure
the authority of this award. They will
object still more strongly to the ignoring
of that award in a spirit which is
eventually hostile to their Province. We
have no difficulty in discovering from the
speech of the right hon. gentleman opposite,
and by his sneering remark that ¢ Ontario
would, perhaps, get as much as she
expected by the award,” his hostile feel-
ing to the Province. Perhaps, sir, he is
aware that, although he has a majority in
this House from Ontario, he has not the
people of that Province at his back. and
1s hostile to her because he knows her
hostility to him. Perhaps the hon. gen-
tleman is calculating on the profit he
would make, in a political sence, by favour-
ing the sister Province of Quebec, but I
am quite sure, from what I know of the
members of the French race who sit in
this House, that they would not counten-
ance the perpetration of an injustice upon,
or a breach of faith with, the larger Pro-
vince. The hon. gentleman may fidd
himself amiss in the calculations he has
made. What are the grounds on which
the right hon. gentleman has attacked the
award? Was it because of the personnel
of the Board who made it ? No. Be-
cause of a defective presentation of the
case before them ? No. Because of any
suspicion of foul play by them ! No. It
was on the sole ground that the mode of
appointing those Arbitrators was irregu-

lar —that they should mnot have
been appointed by the Executives
of the Dominion and the Pro-

vince without the consent of Parliament,
He says tragically : ¢ Faney an English
Government appointing a Commission
of that sort by an Order in Council with-
out authority from Parliament.” The
hon. gentleman’s memory must be very
short if he forgets he himself was ap-
pointed by the English Government, with-
out authority from Parliament, a member
of the Joint High Commission that sat at
Washington to conclude the Treaty which
concerned the boundary line between the
Dominion of Carada and the United
States, along with other matters. It was
this Commission, appointed without the
assent of Parliament, that concluded the
Treaty by which we lost the Island of San
Juan on the Pacific coast. When the
Emperor of Germany decided, under the
Treaty made by my right hon. friend,
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that that island did not belong to us, did
we hear that decision questioned on the
ground that the English Government
sheuld huve asked the assent of Parlia-
ment before appointing the Commission ?
There was mno such argument as that.
When we were awarded five millions
of dbllars under the provisions of the same
Treaty, did we hear the objection from the
right hon. gentleman that the Joint High
Commission was appointed without the
consent of Parliament? Not at all.
‘Why, when the American Government
agreed to institute an enquiry, similar
to the one now proposed, to make ob-
Jections to the award of the Geneva
Arbitratiors, and when they raised objec-
tions on the same grounds urged by the
mover of this Committee, or similar ones,
did not Canada rise in indignation at the
thought that they should seek to question
a tribunal to which they had agreed to
submit the case ! The American Govern-
ment confined themselves to making re-
presentations to that of England. When
these were not entertained, without any
further haggling, they honestly paid the
money awarded by the Arbitrators. We
have instances in England of important
steps beimg taken without the express
consent uf Parliament. The mnoble lord
at the head of the Government in England,
to whom the head of our Government here
is said to bear so strong a resemblancetook
over the island of Cyprus without asking
Parliament ; he assumed the protectorate
of Asia Minor, and made wars without
asking the assent of Parliament. Now,
Sir, what is the decision come to by the
right hon. gentleman as to the course to
be pursued? He says the Arbitration was
informally appoeinted, although I cannot
see who could have the right to make a
binding agreement in the matter, if the
Executives of both the Dominion and On-
tario could not do so. We are told that
a Committee appointed by this House
would be better able to consult the inter-
ests of Ontario and the -Dominion than
the Arbitrators to whom the question has
been submitted. If Ontario were likely
to gain a few thousand square miles by this
step being taken, what would be thought of
us if we advocated it? Why, the other
parts of the Dominion would ba entitled
to reprobate us for such conduct. It is
evident, however, that, if the hon. gentle-
man who makes the motion wishes the

Mr. Casky.
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award to bebroken, itisin orderto takefrom
Ontario what she has got. It would be
very difficult for Ontario to retain what
belongs to her under the findings of that
Committee ; for only two of the gentlemen
who are proposed to form that Committee
are from Ontario—only two out of twelve
composing the proposed Committee.

Mr. DAWSON : There are three
from Ontario, and the Committee is to con-
sist of eleven, not twelve.

Mr. CASEY : Ob, yes, I see, I wes
mistaken. But even that proportion
must weigh unfavourably against the in-
terest ot Ontario : besides, the hon, mover
of this motion is included in the three
nominally from Ontsrio. He wishes to
be the representative of a new Province,
and could hardly be trusted to look after
the interests of Ontario, since he is the
very party seeking to abrogate the award.
I wish to refer to some remarks of the hon.
member for Halton (Mr. Macdougall).
He said very properly that this was a
matter of the gravest importance, and he
gave tigures to show its gravity and solem-
nity, one which a new Parliament should
hesitate to deal with. Yet the appoint-
ment of this Committee which he favours
will have the effect of breaking up the
award and so virtually settle the matter
offhand.

An Hox, MEMBER : The Committee,
for anything we know, may confirm the
award.

Mz. CASEY : But, until the Committee
does confirm it, the award is virtually
dove away with. They will have to go
into the whole affair de novo. Their very
appcintment will break it up. They may
make another award in the same terms
or in different terms altogether. He says,
further, that we should consider the award
carefully before confirming it. Now,
when an individual submits to an ar-
bitration, all that he has to censider

! afterwards is whether the trial has been
fairly conducted, - and, if it has, he

has nothing to do but to submit, unless
there is a provision for obtaining a new
trial elsewhere in a higher Court. The
same rule applies to International arbitra-
tions. If a party to an arbitration is to
have the right of complaining against and
breaking up an award, because that party
does not like it, the possibility of arbitra-
tion between Provinces and between
nations is gene forever. It has been said
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this is a new House, and should not con-
sider this matter hurriedly. Now, Sir,
this House is in its second Session; the
same parties as were here last year are
here now. If notice had been given of
intention to discuss the question, we would
have been ready to pass upon it now,
although, for my part, I hold that we
should not pass upon the justice of the
award at all. The hon. member for Hal-
ton (Mr. Macdougall) says that the people
of Ontario will be satisfied with a legal
and judicial decision. This they have
had already,and the people of Ontario have
shown their satisfaction with it. It would
be a gross breach of faith to attempt to in-
terfere withtheaward. Thehon. gentleman
says further that the award should be final
and of the highest authority. I suppose
there is a way of appealing to the Privy
Council, if it is not tinal. I do not sup-
pose that a Committee of eleven mem-
bers of this House-—of gentlemen whe
have not been noted for any legal or Con-
stitutional acquaintance with the ques-
tion of these boundaries—is a higherand
final authority—or would give any more
authoritative decision than that of the
Arbitrators whose award is in question.
The people of Ontario will look upon the
appointment of this Commnittee, not as in
furtherance of a desire to secure a higher
decision, but as being done with a view
to break up the award, and to substitute
for that the decision of a partisan Com-
mittee. If the right hom. gentleman at
the head of the Government thinks he
could face the country after such a course,
we on thisside should have some reason
to congratulate onrselves on the manner in
which he would be received after such con-
duct by the people of Ontario.

MRr. CAMERON (North Victoria) :
As a Conservative member for Ontario, I
desire to say a few words, in consequence
of the tone and line of argument of the
hon. gentleman who has just sat down.
He has taken upon himself to threaten
the Conservative majority of this House,
and to darve them to go to the people of
Ontario, after the course being now pur-
sued in regard to this boundary question.
This, however, is only a reiteration of
what we read in the Globe of yesterday.
We were warned by that mighty orgau
of the dire consequences, which would fol-
low if we did not confirm this award, and
give to Ontario the whole of this disputed

territorv. The hon. gentleman, how-
ever, who has taken up the language of
the Globe is too gentle, too amiable, and,
may I add, too weak, to adopt the role of
threatener and intimidator, snd crack the
whip over the heads even of such an insig-
nificant body as the Conservatives of Ont-
ario. When we read the article in the G'lobe,
weknew a mighty power was talking to
us; but, when we listen tothe hon. meinber
for West Elgin (Mr. Casey), we know he
is too good-natured to mean what he says.
But, to discuss the matter seriously,I
think, Sir, if there ever was a motion
which ought to be adopted, it is the one
now beforethe House. We have before us a
question of a most difficult and intricate
character, and one which involves matters
upon which the majority of the members
of this House are entirely ignorant. We
have alarge tract of territory in dispute ;
we have an award that has been made on
that question, the validity whereof 15 dis-
puted ; the jurisdicticn of the Arbitrators
who made that award is questioned ; and
the award itself is of such a peculiar
character that it reqnires the assent of
this House before it is binding. Itis
therefore very reasonable tiat we should
have the matter referred to a Committee,
as a more convenient body to consider and

ascertain the true facts of the case
than the whole House, and so that
time could be allowed for members

of this House to form an opinion: with the
report of the Committee before them.
The House is adopting the most proper
and convenient means of obtaining informe
ation to guide it in pronouncing an
opinion upon the question. Speaking as
a representative from Ontario, I can safely
say that Ontario wants nothing but her
true boundary. That is the real feeling
of the Province of Ontario. Ontario is
rich and large enough not to want to steal
these few acres of land.  If this territory
belonus to Ontario, she wants it, but
not by any snap judgment of an unauthor-
ised tribunal, It wants a careful and
full investigation ; it does not want this
disputed tervitory per fas aut nefes. The
good feeling of our constituents the
people of Ontario will prompt them to
say : “ Let us have it if it belongs to us,
butnototherwise. Investigate the question
in every way, and we will be content to
abide by the result.”

Mg. HOLTON : I think, 8ir, that we



94 Boundary between Ontario

had better postpone our decision. We
have heard that this is a question of great
importance, a question involving sover-
eignty over an Xmpire; and surely, there-
fore, it ought to receive the amplest con-
sideration. I de not know what the
intention of the parties may be as to a
division ; but I think that the discussion
upon the merits of the award has come up
very irregularly. I ventured to think,
yesterday, that the introduction of such
a motion was out of order, but I
bowed to your decision then, and I do
not intend to dispute it now. I have,
however, no hesitation—whatever may
be my views, which I do not intend
now to explain, as to the merits of the
award, on the policy of confirming or
rejecting it—1I can have no hesitation, I
say, in voting against referring the subject
to a Committee of the House, because I
consider that it is a most objectionable
proceeding. It is an abnegation of the
duty of the Administration of the day to
allow a private member to move for a
Committee, to raise u question upon which
it was their own duty to advise the House
as to the proper course to be pursued.
They have had ample time to do thatsince
the award was given, they have had the
whole Recess to gather information to
guide them to a correct decision, and to
enable them now to get the views of the
House thereon. I shall vote without con-
sidering the merits ; for the consideration
of the merits will come up more legiti-
mately on the Bill of my hon. friend from
Bothwell (Mr. Mills). Ishall vote against
this motion : first, as being irregular, and,
in the second place, as being improper to
originate with a private member of the
House, at all events, until the Govern-
ment had submitted the question, which
has been so properly described by the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
as being of the nature of an international
question.

Mr. ANGLIN: Coming frem a Pro-
vince which has no special or direct inter-
est in the matter, I have listened to the
debate so as to form a opinion aste howI
should vote. But I am still somewhat at
a loss. If I understood him correctly, the
position taken by the leader of the
Government was that this is a question
which must be submitted to the
Privy Council in England, for settlement.
If this be so, I cannot see what can be

Mzrz. HoLtox,
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gained by the appointment of the Com-
mittee now proposed. Is it supposed
that the Committee will gather inform-
ation that it may be useful to submit
to the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Couneil? The hon. member who has
just sat down contends that, in a matter
on this importanee, the Government should
not allow any private member of this
House to take control of the proceedings.
The hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Daw-
son) is within his right in moving his
resolution, but the leader of the Govern-
ment would only be doing his duty to
this House and the country in stating
that he would not consent to a Com-
mittee of this kind being appointed, un-
less some good could be accomplished by
it ; and what good can be done by it I
can hardly imagine. It would have to
enter into abstruse questions about
which there is so much difference of
opinion between gentlemen who have
studied the subject so thoroughly. The
hon. member for Halton (Mr. Macdougall)
informed us that it wonld be impossible
for the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council to say positively what is the
boundary line, as defined in any existing
Act of Parliament, or other document of
an authoritative character. He described
the vast territory under dispute as equal
to an area comprising many nations
of Europe; but the hon. gentleman
subsequently stated that the portion
about the proprietorship of which there
ean be any reasonable doubt is within
comparatively narrow boundaries, and is
treeless, barren, and worthless, except
for the minerals it may possibly contain,
I think the question is one of so intricate
a nature, Sir, that it cannot be considered
thoroughly by alarge Committee of this
House, unless it sit from day to day, and
devote its whole time to the subject. The
hon. member for Algoma has stated that
very important Acts of Parliament were
never taken into consideration by the
Commissioners. I regard that as a mere
assertion on the part of the hon. gentle-
man., Hebelieves that such was the case,
no doubt ; but there is nothing to show
that the Arbitrators did net consult those
documents.

Mz, DAWSON : I said that they were
not brought forward by the advocates who
appeared before the Arbitrators: I did
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not say they had not been considered by
the Arbitrators.

Mgz. ANGLIN : Tdonotknow whether
those Acts of Parliament are of import-
ance or not, but I do not see that a Com
mittee of the House would be competent
to decide this question, or that any-
thing could be gained by appointing
such a Committee. I have no in-
terest in the matter, and only desire to
do my duty as a member of this
House ; and, really, I do not yet feel com-
petent to pronounce upon this question ; I
must, however, vote to the best of my
knowledge, although that knowledge is
certainly not such as to enable me to vote
to my own entire satisfaction.

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

After Recess.

Mr. MacDONNELL (Inverness): I
propose to ask the attention of the House
to a few remarks on the subject before it.
The hon. member for North Victoria (Mr.
Cameron) stated what is very true, when
he said that few members of this House
understood this question thoroughly. For
my own part, I scarcely knew that such a
question was in existence, until the hon.
member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) moved
his resolution. I have, however, paid the
strictest attention to the remarks of the
hon. gentleman, and to the arguments
which havebeenadduced forand against his
motion. In the course of the dekate,I have
learned that this question has been under
consideration tor many years past; I have
learned that both the Government of the
Domirion and the Legislature of Ontario
appointed an Arbitration to consider and
report upon this important question. The
selection of the Arbitrators made by these
two Governments has been accepted as
unexceptionable. The three gentlemen
chosen for the performance of the task en-
trusted to them were men of most emi-
nent and distinguished character, that is
to say, the late Chief Justice Harrison,
Sir Francis Hincks, and Sir Edward
Thornton.  Against Sir Francis Hincks,
I should think the hon. gentlemen oppo-
site could raise no objection, since he was
a colleague of the members of the present
G.overnment, when they were last pre-
viously in power. I have been given to
understand that objection has been taken

to the validity of this award, owing to '

the fact that no legislation was had in
this Parliament, authorising the Govern-
ment to submit the question to arbitra-
tion ; that such legislation was had in the
Legislature of Ontario, and this is advanc-
ed as a ground for nullifying that award.
Although there may be some validity in
this objection—if the award made by these
gentlemen is a proper one, if they gave
the fullest and most careful consideration
to the question, if learned counsel appear-
ed on each side, if they had before them
all the documents and the information
necessary to enable them to arrive at a
just decision in the premises—1I think this
House would be committing a great
wrong to object to that award, on the
ground of the simple technical objection
advanced by the right hon. the leader of the
Government. The award must be attacked
on one of two grounds. If itisjust and
rightin itself, it should not be attacked, and
the time of this Legislature should not he
taken up in promoting another enquiry,
in havinganother tribunal constituted, to
take into consideration the same question,
and, for aught we know, to arrive at the
same conciusion at which the Arbitrators
arrived. This award has cost the country
something already. I am told that a high
fee was paid to each of these Arbitrators,
that the eminent counsel} who appeared
on behalf of the Dominion were also
paid high fees for their services. This
award must be set aside, as I have said,
on one of two grounds, either that there
has been an irregularity—and that irregu-
larity must be other than the one taken
exception to, that there was no legis-
lation on the part of this Dominion pre-
vious to entering into that arbitration—
some irregularity in the making ofit, or
that the Arbitrators have been guilty of
some misconduct whereby that award
should not receive the sanction of this
House. The hon. gentleman from North
Victoria arose in his place, and attempted
to administer, in the shape ofsarcasm,
a castigation to the hon. member for
West Elgin (Mr. Casey). Iam not aware
that it lies in the mouth of that hon.
gentleman to taunt my hon. friend from
West Elgin with being a weak member
of this honourable body ; I am not aware
that the hon. gentleman who thus attacked
my hon. friend stands himself in a much
more powerful, in a much higher, in a
much more respected position, than does
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my hon. friend from West Elgin. Thehon. | discharging their duty, which may here-

gentleman from North Victoria says it is
«allright to submit the award to a Commit-
tee to sccure a report; he could not then
haveread the resolution of the hon. member

for Algoma, in which no reference whatso- |

ever is made to the award. Thataward is
ignored, to use the language of the hon.
member for West Elgin, and is treated

ontemptuously—not only the award, but
the Arbitrators who made the award
The award is not referred to, even in the
way of recital, in the motion before the
House. The Order kefore the House is:
“‘that a Select Committee be appointed, to
encuire into and report to this House upon
all matters connected with the boundaries
bzetween the Province of Ontario and the
unorganised territories of the Dominion.”
‘What can be the object, I would ask, of
having this matter reconsidered? Does
the Government, does the hon. gentleman
who moved the resolution, pretend to say,
that better Arbitrators can be chosen than
the hon. gentlemen who have already
acted as such? Does the hon. gentleman
pretend to say that a better tribunal could
be obtained, one better calculated to de-
cide this question, than the one we have
had? Can it be said that any Committee
of this hon. House is so well calculated to
consider and decide this question as the
‘Commissioners who have done so? Those
chosen by the Dominion and by Ontario,
were disinterested and able men, and Sir
Edward Thornton hecld the balance of
Jjustice evenly in his hands between them.
The right hon. gentleman at the head of
the Governinent, says there was but one
lawyer upon that Commission. Why, if
this House should decide against the
award upon that ground, it will be the
first time that I have known an assembly
of this kind to pay such a tribute of
respect to lawyers. If the resolution
before the House asked us to set aside
the award on some specified ground,
I could understand it ; but it seems to
me that the award is impregnable, and its
-enemies have not attempted to attack it
in any particular. Now, it has been said
that we are endeavouring to take terri-
tory from the Province of Ontario. Sir,
I can understand that, but the statement
is not made that any undue territory has
been given to Ontario by the Arbitrators.
I believe the award is a just and correct
one, and, if so, any tribunal capable of

Mz. MacDoxxeLL,

after be appointed, must arrive at the
same conclusion, and, therefore, no injus-
tice can arise from sustaining it. This
award has been arrived at after the most
searching investigation and deliberation
by competent men, and I feel it my duty
until that award is impeached successfully
to vote against the resolution before the
House.

Mr. McCARTHY : I do not desire to
give a silent vote on this important ques-
tion, representing, as I do, an Ontario
constituency ; and, while I think we must
disregard in the consideration of this
matter, the locality shat we may happen
to represent, yet, as representations have
been made upon the floor of this House,
as threats have been uttered as to what
might be done to representatives of On-
tario constituencies, if they did not sup-
port the award which has been made, it is
well, I think, in our own interest, at all
events, if not in the interest of the Do-
minion, that those who intend to support
the resolution of my hon. friend from
Algoma (Mr. Dawson) should give the
grounds for the conclusion at which they
have arrived. I agree that when the
award has keen made it ought to be ad-
hered to by the parties who have agreed
to the submission, and that strong grounds
should be shown by either party who does
not prepose to submit to it. I have to say,
however, that I do not understand, in the
first place, that the reference of this matter
to a Committee to make an enquiry and de-
termine upon the various matters—which,
to a great number, at all events, of the
members of this House, will be very de-
sirable information, before we express a
decided opinion upon the validity of the
award—I do not conceive, I say, that such
a reference as that is at all improper. I
admit, at the same time, that some ground
ought to be shown, and for my part I have
made up my mind that there is good ground
why, before we adopt that award, we ought
to have some more information on the
subject than we possess at the present
time. Tet me recal to the attention of
the House the position in which this case
stands. By the British North America
Act, the limits of the various Provinces
were defined. S» far as the Province of
Ontario was concerned, they were to be
those of the Province of Upper Canada
before the Union of Canada in 1841.
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That was not to be increased. No power
was given either to this Parliament or to
the Local Lezislature to alter or change
the linits of that boundary. There was
a boundary line on the north-west as well
as upon the north, although it may have
been difficult, perhaps, to determine where
that boundary line was. Still, that line
had an existence, just to the same extent
as the boundary line between two men's
farms, although they may dispute as
to its precise locality, Now, then, a dis-
pute arose between the Province of
Ontario and this Dominion, as to where
that boundary line was. It wasproposed
in the first place, as I understand the
papers, that the question as to where the
boundary line was should be referredto the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council,
the highest tribunal to which the people
of this country can appeal. That
proposition met with a counter proposition,
and it was determined and agreed upon
to constitute the tribunal who made the
award, Thehon. the leader of the Opposi-
tion concurs in my understanding of the pur-
pose of the reference, and, as he has told
us, it was finally arranged that, this
tribunal thus constituted, one Arbitrator
having been selected by the Dominion,
another by Ontario,and a third having been
appointed by the consent of all parties,
this Court thus created should meet
and do—What ? Were they to settle a
conventional line, or were they to ascer-
tain where the true boundary line was?
Now, it strikes me that this is the pivot
of this discnssion. I doubt much if many
of us have been able from the perusal of
the papers that have been brought down
—and we have to go to the Ontario Legis-
lature for an inspection of Sessional Papers
-—I doubt much if we are able to say now,
except from the statements that have
been made upon the floor of this House
during the debate. what it was that was
submitted to this tribunal. I understood
the hon. member far Bothwell { Mr.
Mills), who has been engaged in this
matter for many years past, and who,
perhaps, knows more about it than the
great majority of the members of this
House, to say, and he was cor-
roborated by the hon. member for Lamb-
ton, (Mr. Mackenzie), that the questionthat
was submitted to the Arbitrators was not
the power to determine a conventional lire,
but to ascertain where the true line was,

-

{

and that only. Well, now, I have looked
at the Act of Parliament passed by the
Ontario Legislature, and T am surprised
to find that a matter of this grave impor-
tance, affecting this Dominion, was not
thought worthy of even a written docu-
ment, as far as I can agcertain from any
of the papers I have seen, empowering
the Arbitrators to act. No Act of this
Parliament is to be found on the Statute-
book, by which it was so agreed to refer
this question to arbitration. TheOntario
Legislature acted in a widely different
manner, in a much more eareful manner,
and one much more becoming the im-
portance of the question. We find
that in 1874 it passed an Ac! expressly
empowering the (overnor-General-in-
Council to name an Arbitrator, or rather
it named an Arbitrator, and empowered
him to name a substitute. But when I
look through the Statutes of the Domin-
ion, although I find an Order in Council,
passed in 1874, upon the recommendation
of the leader of the Opposition, that legis-
lation should be had, in order to give the
Governor-General-in-Council power to ap-
point an Arbitrator, I look in vain for
any Act of this Parliament, by which the
Government was empowered to submit
this question to Arbitration. I look in
vain for azy record of any kind, by which
it may be seen what was the question
submitted, and we are unable to find from
the proceedings of Parliament what it
was that the Governor-General of this
Dominion, acting under the advice
of the hon. gentlemen opposite, thought
proper to submit. These are certainly
circumstances which, one would say, ren-
der it more than usually necessary that
the proceedings of this Arbitration should
be investigated by this Committee. We
do, however, find that, whatever that
Avrbitration decided upon was to be sub-
jected to the approval of this House, as
well as subject to the approval of
the Local Legislature. Before that
award obtains any validity, before that
award is of the slightest value, it is to
receive the sanction of the Parliament of
Canada. Well, are we to be told that in
the absence of all information in our own
Sessional Papers, knowing that this matter
was treated so carelessly by the hon.
gentlemen who had charge of it that they
did not think proper to submit a Bill to
Parliament, seeing that they never even
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thought proper to have a form of deed,
or document, or reference, are we to be
told that it is improper, in the absence of
information on this subject, that the ques.
tion should be referred to a Committee to
take evidence and inform the esonscience
of this House, as to what we should do
and how we should discharge our duty.
1 understood from the hon. gentleman
who conducted the matter, the hon. gentle-
man from Bothwell (Mr, Mills), that the
question which was submitted was as to
the true boundary line between the Pro-
vines of Ontario and the Dominion Terri-
tories, and yet, looking at this Act of
1874 passed by the Local Legislature, I
think most lawyers would come to an op-
posite conclusion. In this Act of 1874, it
is recited that in 1871 an Imperial Statute
authorised the Parliament of Canada to in-
crease, diminish or otherwisealterthe boun-
daries of any Province. I1tisfurtherrecited
that, subject to the approval of the Parlia-
ment of Canada, and the Liegislature of On-
tario, it hasbeenagreed by the Governments
of the Dominion of Canada and the Pro-
vince of Ontario, that the questions which
have arisen concerning such boundaries,
should be determined by reference to Ar-
bitration, and further that -certain
gentlemen were named as Arbitrators, and
that the determination of a majority of
the said Arbitrators should be final and
conclusive, as to the limits to be taken
as and for such boundaries. It goes on to
enact that the Province of Ontario con-
sents that this Parliament may declars
that the boundaries the Arbitrators may
decide on shall be the boundaries. And
that this Parliament ¢ may thereby in-
crease, diminish or otherwise alter the
northerly and westerly limits of the Pro-
vince of Ontario.”

Mr. MILLS : Hear, hear.

Mr. McCARTHY : The hon. gentle-
man from Bothwell says ‘‘Hear, hear.” By
that cheer, if I may so call it, he con-
demns his own case, because he stated to
the House yesterday that the reference
made by the Dominion was to ascertain
the true line, wherever it was. We find,
on the contrary, that the Ontario Legis-
lature was acting on a different principle,
and they were going in for a conventional
line; sothat the matter Las been treated
in one way by one party, and in another
way by the other party, and that, while
the Ontarie Legislature thought they

Mgz, McCarTHY,

were referring to one subject, the late
Government thought they. were sub-
mitting another matter to the Arbitrators,
and no wonder thas, under such circum-
stances, the award was as we find it to be.

MRr. MILLS: Not at all.

Mr. McCARTHY : “ Not at all,” says
the hon. gentleman. He must remember
that he is much biassed in this matter.
It as'an unfortunate circumstance for the
Dominion that the hon. gentleman hap-
pened to be the paid agent of the Ontario
Government, when he received his first
impressions on this subject. That was
quite proper ; I make no objection to it.
It was quite proper that the hon. gentle-
man should be engaged, he is skilled in
this matter, and his knowledge asa
public man pointed him out as & fit per-
son to assume that charge, but it was un-
fortunate that, when he became a member
of the Government of this Dominion, and
took charge of his Department, he had also
to present the other side of the case. I
say that, under these circumstances, this
is another ground why, perhaps, we
should scrutinise with care the result of
this reference.

Mr. MILLS: After I became a mem-
ber of the Government, I took no part in
the discussion of this question. The
matter was dealt with entirely by the
First Minister and by the Minister of
Justice.

Mr. McCARTHY : T supposed the
Government wa$ a unit; we have been
told about the continuity -of the Govern-
ment, and now the hon. gentleman tells
us that he took no part in the discussion
of this question. I suppose, then, he
takes no part in it now, and takes no
interest in the ease because, if he was in-
competent to do it as the Minister of the
Interior, he must be equally incompetent,
as a member of this House, to take any
part in the discussion. However, this is
a reason, in my judgment, that we should
scrutinise with considerable care, the re-
sult ot this reference, and, when we are told
by the hon. member for Algoma, who has
taken a great interest, as it was natural
he should take, this being his contituency
and containing the principal portion,
if not all, the territory in question,
that the case was inadequately pre-
sented before the Arbitrators, there
is still further ground for enquiry,
still further reason why we should
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not “go it blind,” to use, perhaps,
a vulgar but an expressive term—I say
that we must go to the foundation of this
whole question. If we determine that
our Arbitrators were authorised simply
and solely to ascertain the true boundary
line, and that they ought to have deter-
mined the true boundary line, there would
be very strong reason, indeed, for our sub-
mitting to their award, even though we
did not think it to be proper or right.
But if it turns out that we really did not
know what we had agreed to submit to
our Arbitrators, then I say, it is manifest
that the award cannot stand ; it is mani-
fest under these circumstances, that the
whole matter is open to review, and must
be reviewed by some other tribunal. But
here is another view to be taken of this
question. It appears to me that, rightly
or wrongly, the Arbitrators did establish
a conventional line. Xvery gentleman
who has spoken on this subject, and who
has any knowledge of i, iucluding even
the hon. member for Bothwell—if nost, I
am open for correction—all agreed that
no person pretended, prior to the pro-
nouncing of this award, that the
line which the Arbitrators established,
was the line which any person ever
contended or believe to be the true line.
I have failed to find any evidence, even to
show that the line established by the
Arbitrators, was contended for by any
politician or public man prior to the pre-
nouncing of this award. It is contended
on the one side, that the true boundary
is a line, north, from the junction of the
Ohio with the Mississippi—in behalf of
the Dominion. On the part of Ontario,
it was contended that the true boundary
line was on the east bank of the Missis-
sippi. If you look at the Act of 1774,
there is no difficulty in tracing the bound-
ary down to the confluence of the Forks
of the Ohin; but when you reach that
point the dispute commences. One party
says “northward” means—and I must
say there is great force in that contention
—the most direct line north, to the Hud-
son’s Bay Territory. Another side con-
tends that that is not the meaning, among
tirer being the hon. member for Halton
(Mr. Macdougall). He thinks the proper
meaning of the A ct,read by the lightcastby
the debate, and by contemporaneous docu-
ments, is, that the boundary should be by
the Mississippi River. But, whether his

view be correct or not, the Arbitrators
have adopted another, which is not either
of the lines as contended for under the
Act of 1774, if it be admitted to be, as I
believe it is, the foundation of the whole
controversy in this matter. Again, what
warrant is there for the eastern boundary
established by the Arbitrators? They
have chosen to project an eastern bound-

ary—
Mr. MACKENZIE: An eastern
boundary ?

Mg. McCARTHY : An eastern bound-
ary in effect it is—the line north of Lake
Temiscamingue.

Mr. MACKENZIE: They had nothing
to do with it.

Mzr. McCARTHY : Who had nothing
to do with it ?

Mz. MACKENZIE : The Arbitra-
tors.

Mr. McCARTHY : The award dis-
tinctly says, north of the Hudson’s
Bay.

Mr. MACKENZIE : That line was
settled by Quebec and Ontario before.

Mr. McCARTHY : If that be so, I~
have misread the Act. On looking at its
language again, I find the hon. gentleman
is right. I took that to be the line, which
is only a point from which it starts. The
main point, however, is still this: they
have established, as a part of the Territory
of Ontario, this line running to Hudson'’s
Bay. No person ever contended for that
view prior to this award. From the
document itself there is plain evidence
that this is a oonventional line, and is
only to be upheld, if upheld at all, under
the Act of 1871, which gives power to
Parliament, with the consent of the Leg-
islature, to alter the boundaries of any
Province. If this is a trwe conclusion,
then every hon. member of this House,
who was a member of the last Parliament,
knows that it never was in the contempla-
tion of that House to delegate to these
Arbitrators our powers of legislation with
a wiew to altering the boundaries of On-
tario. That all we supposed was being
done, was the establishment of the means
of ascertaining the true boundary line ;
but none of us ever dreamt that an attempt
was being made to give Ontario more
territory or take any from her. If that
has to be done, we have got to know -
what we are doing, and to proceed with
more caution and deliberation, and with
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different facts from those brought before
the Arbitrators. So thatit is proper that
this matter should be referred to a Com-
mittee, upon the report of which only
could the House properly and fairly dis-
charge its duty, in this important matter,
both to Ontario and the Dominion. My
hon. friend from West Durham
took high ground on this subject.
He argued, I think, that it was immoral

for us now to attempt in any way to re- |
' doubt of it, they may have misunderstood

pudiate this award, the result of this Inter-
provincial Treaty. Why, we have our
duties here to discharge to the Dominion;
and it cannot be called immoral, if
we discharge them fairly and honestly.
‘We do not come here as representatives
of Ontario as distinguished from the re-
presentatives of Quebec, or representatives
of New Brunswick as distinguished from
the members for Nova Scotia, butas repre-
santatives of the Dominion, to which be-
longs our first duty. We are bound to see
that its rights are properly protected ;and I
muast say, that the whole dealing of hon.
gentlemen opposite with this matter, and

of the late Administration, has shown, to !
( Parliament has not the power to delegate
Vits authority to arbitrators, no matter
i how high their authority. On that ground

say the least, very great carelessness. I
say advisedly that, when we find here
that, although my hon. friend the member
for Lambton (Mr, Mackenzie) suggested the
propriety of legislating on this subject,
they never submitted a Bill—that thereis
no Act on the Statute-book authorising
this reference—that the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Mackenzie) is hardly yet able to say
what the arrangement agreed upon was.
1 say that when the matter was conducted
with such carelessness, it behoves us now
to take the matter into our own hands,
and deal with it broadly, fairly and
honestly, both as regards Ontario and the
Dominion. Comparison has been made
of the Geneva and Fishery Awards. Ido
not thiuk that our American friends would

i.case for an enquiry, and before we
vote to sustain the award we ought to
know on what ground it is based, what
was referred to the Arbitrators, and
whether they acted within the scope of
their authority. I domot preiend to say
that they were actuated by any improper
motives. No hon. member has ventured
to assail their conduct; but although they
may have been perfectly honest, and may
bave acted honourably, as I have no

the powers delegated to them by the Gov-
ernor in Council and by the Lieutenant-
Governor of Ontario; and, if that be so, the
award must necessarily be set aside, leav-
ing matters as before. I do not think
that this House would delegate to arbi-
trators, knowingly, the power of determin-
ing boundaries in & conventional manner
like the present. I do not think that it
was ever intended when the Imperial
Parliament, by the Act of 1871, gave this
House the power to alter the boundaries
of Provinees, that we were to delegate that
power to arbitrators. That is a matter
of legislation and not of administration.

also this award must be treated as void.
On the merits of the question itself, it
does appear there is a good deal to be said
from the view of the Minister of Justice,
I cannot accept the construction which
the member for Halton (Mr. Macdougall)
places upon the Statute. He reads the
contemporaneous documents and discus-
sions when the Bill was introduced, and
from them assumes that it does not ex-
press what was intended ; but there is no
principle of the construction of Acts better
established than this—that within tke
four corners of an Act of Parliament
must be found the meaning of the Act;

havehesitated to reject the Fisheries A ward | and that we are not at liberty to depart
if they had had any loop-hole ; but as the | from that meaning for the purpose of

simply a matter of dollars and cents.
know quite well that everything in the
Treaty that affected us had to be ratified
by this Parliament. I do not, for a
moment, pretend to express any positive
opinion about this award — to suy
$aat it is not a fair and just dispo-
sition of the controversy between Ontario

reference was simply to ascertain the value ! showing that language, perfectly plain, was
of the fisheries to the Americans, it was

We |

intended to mean something different.
An amusing illustration of this principle
occurred in the Supreme Court herelately.
The Attorney-General of Ontario was
arguing a question of insurance legisla-
tion, which had given rise to a contro-
versy. He stuted that the Bill was intro.
duced into the Local Legislature by the
Government, with tbe intention that it

and the Dominion ; but I do say it is a (should affirm the principle he was con-

Mgr. McCArTHY.
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tending for, when the counsel on the other
side, also a member of the Legislature at
the time, declared he had voted for that
Bill understanding it in quite a different
s:nse, and that, had he thought it mesant
what the Attorney-Genera! asserted, he
never would have voted for it. It is bet-
ter to confine ourselves to the language of
the Act, and disregard the expressions
used in the debate, in order to arrive at
the true meaning of the law.

Mr. MACKENZIE: And not trust
much to the lawyers.

Mr. McCARTHY : Not much to the
lawvyers, nor to laymen, if we take the con-
duct of the hon. member for Lambton, in
dealing with the matter, as an example.
It appears to me, from what we have
heard to-day, that the members of this
House, or the late Government, meant
oae thing, and the Ontario Legislature
another. It is quite clear those two con-
tracting parties, Ontario and the Do-
minion, never had a common understand-
ing on this subject—the. consensus neces-
sary to the formation of a contract; they
were driving at different points. The
‘Dominion Government were endeavour-
ing to appoint an arbitration to fix and
determine the true boundary of Ontario,
while its Legislature was driving at some-
thing else. Under these circumstances
this award cannot stand. If, on the
other hand, it was intended to delegate to
arbitrators the powers of this House, it
would not be legal. On this ground also,
the award should not be allowed to
stand. Let me refer to the words of
the Act of 1871.  After giving the
authority already referred to, to increase,
diminish, or otherwise alter the limits of
a Province, the clause reads: “ Upon such
terms and conditions as may be agreed to
by the said Legislature, etc”. Evidently
it was contemplated that, if the limits of
the Province were altered, a bargain
should be made, just to all parties. The
hon. member for Lambton, I am quite
sure, never intended to make any such
new agreement, or conventional line; but
the Arbitrators appear to have thought
there was such an intention, and dealt
with the subject on that understanding.
On these grounds, I think, the matter
ought to go to a Committee ; and that we
should have the fullest information on the
whole subject, before being called on to
swallow this award and assume its correct-

ness, when all the circumstances point in
an opposite direction.
Motion made and question proposed :

¢ That a Select Committee be appointed’ to
enquirsejinto, and report to this House upon, all
matters connected with the boundaries be-
tween the Province of Ontario and the unore
ganised territories of the Dominion, with
power to send for persons and papers ; said
Committee to be composed of Messrs. Dawson,
Robinson, Geoffrion, DeCosmos, Brecken,
Royal, Trow, Mousseau, Caron, McDonald
(Cape Breton), and Weldon, of whom five to
form a quorum.”

The House divided :—Yeas, 123; nays,
52,

YEas:

Messieurs
Abbott Langevin
Allison Lantier
Arkell Little
Baby Longley
Barnard Macdonald (Kings,PE1)
Beauchesne Macdonald(VictoriaBC)
Benoit McDonald(Cape Breton)
Bergeron McDonald (Pictou)
Bergin Macmillan
Bill McCarthy
Boldue McCuaig .
Boultbee McDougall
Bourbeau McInnes
Bowell McKay
Brecken McLennan
Brooks McLeod
Bunater McQuade
Burnham McRory
Cameren (N.Victoria,0, Masson
Caron Maassue
Cimon Merner
Colby Méthot
Connell Montplaisir
Costigan Mousseau
Coughlin Muttart
Coupal Ugden
Currier Ouimet
Cuthbert Perrault
Daly Pinsoaneault
Daoust Plumb
Dawson Platt
DeCosmos Pope (Compton)
Desaulniers Pope (Queens,P.E.I.)
Desjardins Poupore
Domville Richey
Drew Robertson (Hamilton)
Dugas Robinson
Farrow Rochester
Ferguson Ross (Dundas)
Fitzsimmons Rouleau
Fortin Routhier
Fualton Ryan (Marquette)
Giganlt Rykert

Girouard(Jacques Cart, }Schultz
Girouard (Kent, N. B.)Shaw

Grandbois Sproule
Hackett Stephenson
Haggart Tassé

Hay Tellier
Hesson

Thompsen (Cariboo)
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Hilliard Tilley
Hooper Tupper
Houde Vallée
Hurteau Vanasse
Ives Wade
Jackson Wallace(South Norfolk)
Kaulbach White (Cardwell)
Keller ‘White (East Hastings)
-Kilvert ‘White (North Renfrew)
Kirkpatrick Williams
Kranz Wright.—123
Landry
Navs:

Messieurs
Anglin Holton
Bain Huntington
Bannerman King
Béchard LaRue
Blake Laurier
Borden Maedonell (N. Lanark)
Bourassa MacDounnell (Inverness)
Brown Mackenzie
Burpee (St. John) MclIsaac
Burpee (Sunbury) Mills

Cameron (South Huron)Oliver

Cartwright Olivier

Casey Paterson (Scuth Brant)
Casgrain Pickard

Chandler Rinfret

Chariton Yogers

Cockburn (Muskoka) Ross (West Middlesex)
Dumont Rymal

Fiset Scriver

Fleming Skinner

Flynn Smith (Westmoreland)
Gillies Snowball

Gillmor Thompson (Haldimand)
Gunn Trow .
Guthrie Weldon

Haddow Wiser.—52

Mr. CASEY : Idesireto call attention
to the rule that members named on a
Committee of this kind, who vote against
such a motion, cannot serve on that Com.
mittee. I ask, Mr. Speaker, for your
ruling on that point.

Mz. SPEAKER : Of course 4 member
opposed to a question cannot serve on a
Committee appointed to consider that
question.

Sk JOHN A. MACDONALD: The
objection ought to have been taken be-
fore the vote was recorded.

Mr. CASEY : But these gentlemen
had not declared themselves in any way
before they voted. I think Mr. Speaker
will have to give directions to strike them
off according to his ruling.

Mr. SPEAKER: What I meant by
the ruling I gave was this: That any
member speaking against the question to
be investigated by a committee, cannot
serve upon that committee. I had, how-
ever, declared the motion carried, and it

M=r. CasEv,

[COMMONS.]

| attention to the subject.
| ber for Chateauguay, while he stated the

Acts Repeal.

was too late for my hon. friend to call my
The hon, mem-

committee was inopportune, did not de-
clare himself against the question to be
considered.
INSOLVENCY ACTS REPEAL BILL.—
“[BILL 2.]
(ir. Colby.)
SECOND RKADING.

Order for second reading read.

Mzr. COLBY : It is not my intention
to detain the House but a moment by
any remarks which I shall make on the
second reading of this Bill. The subject
of the Insolvency laws is one which has
been so often and so thoroughly and so
exhaustively discussed in Parliament,
in the press and on the hustings, that
nothing remains to be said. T am sure
that no words of mine would influence the
vote or opinions of any member of this
House. Whatever may have teen the
necessity for this law when it was passed,
I think that now it is unquestionably a
fact that it has outlived its usefulness
and that public opinion is definitely
settled and has declared itself in a way
that is unmistakeable, in favour of an im-
mediate and summary repeal of the Aect.
Now, Sir, I am not nor have I ever been
one of those who believe that a Bill for
the relief of honest and unfortunate
debtors was under all circumstances an
unmitigated evil. On the contrary, I can
quite understand that after periods of
great commercial disaster, at periods when
men through no fault of their own—
through no dishonesty, extravagance or
inattention to business, but solely through
the fault of others—have been over-
whelmed in the common ruin, a tem-
porary law which shall give relief to that
unfortunate ‘class, may be a public ad-
vantage, as it is certainly humane in its
spirit. That by the continuance of that
law, when it came to be understood that
it wasa permanent law on the Statute-
book, it became rather s means of escape
for the dishonest and designing debtor
than a mere means of relief for the honest
and unfortunate debtor. Another feature
of the law, which has always commended
itself to the favourable consideration of
the creditor class, has been the principle,
which is certainly most excellent in
theory, of placing the administration
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of insolvent estates in the hands of
the creditors, to be administered by !
agents of their own selection. It would |
seem, theoretically, that nothing would
more tend to secure the proper and econ-
omical administration and distribution, |
of an insolvent estate, than that system. l
But, Sir, experience has also shown in this |
country, and in other countries I believe, |
that the rapacity of assignees, the dis-|
honesty of debtors, the greed of some
creditors, the inattention of others, have
thwarted the beneficent intentions of the
law ; and instead of there being an econ-
omical and Lonest administration of
assets, the practical operation of the law
has been characterised by a wasteful ex-
travagance, and too often by a dishonest
administration. I think it is unmistake-
ably the case in this country, where the
law has been a long time on the Statute-
book, that it has tended to the demoral-
isation of trade,and to lower the standard
of commercial morality. It has tended
to recklessness in trading, and in living
to extravagance. It has tempted many
persons, wholly unsuited for business, to
risk their fortune in business enterprises
that were little understood by them. The
whole effect of the law in recent years
has been unfortunate and disastrous.: I

think, Sir, that it is the sentiment of the !
people of this country, generally, that it |

has tended, in some considerable degree,
if not to create,at all events to aggravate,
the commercial distress which has unhap-
pily prevailed in this country. But there
have always been objections to the total
repeal of this law. There is no doubt,
however, that when it is repealed, there
will be inconvenience; but I am happy to
believe that that inconvenience is likely to
"be lessened by theaction which I understand
is to be taken by the Government of
Ontario in’the introduction of a Bill, which
I have not seen, but which I believe is to
be brought down and passed this Session,
introdueing a law similar in principle to
that prevailing in the Province of Quebec,
for the just and equitable distribution of
estates. Should that be done in Ontario I
have no doubt the example will be follow-
ed by the other Provinces of the Domin-
lon; and if we do not have a law in all
respects uniform in procedure, we will
have laws uniformin principle, so that
creditors in every Province can under-

stand the principle upon which the assets
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are to be distributed in the other Prov-
inces. If there is to be an abrogation of
this law I think, perhaps, the present is
more timely for action than any former
occasion upon which the proposal has been
made before this House. It is an un-
deniable faot that many, anticipating
action during this Session of Parliament,
have prepared themselves forit, and the
great rush during the past year into the

; Insolvency Court is clearly an evidence

of this. The effect of a repeal at the
present time on the debtor clags will not
be as embarrassing as if it had been en-
acted with less notice. Again, Sir, I
think that we are all agreed that the
country is exhibiting a degree of com-
mercial and industrial prosperity which
unhappily has not existed for many years
past, whatever may bethe occasion of it.
We will not discuss that point now. I
think there is a unanimous feeling of ré-
newed confidence, that we are on the eve
of a greater degree of business prosperity
than we have enjoyed for many years past.
I think, under these cireumstances, if the
law is ever to be abrogated the present is
a timely opportunity for enacting its re-
peal.  With regard to the details of the
Bill which I have the honour of submit-
ting to the House, I would invite the at-
tention of the legal members of the House,
and particalarly the Minister of Justice,
to any necessary suggestions or modifica-
tions which may be properly considered
when the House is in Committee on the
Bill. No reference has been made in the
Bill to Banks or incorporated Companies,
and I would suggest to the legal gentle-
men of this House, that they would con-
sider what would be proper to enact in
this regard. With these, I hope not too
lengthy remarks, I have the honour to
move that the Bill be now read a second
time.

Mzr. GIROUARD (Jacques Cartier) :
I do not desire, Sir, to repeat the remarks
I made last year in reference to the Insol-
vency law. I only desire to say one or
two words, giving my reasons for second-
ing the Bill of the hon. member for
Stanstead. It will be recollected that last
year, several insolvent Bills were referred
to & Special Committee. One of the first
proceedings of that Committee, was to
consider whether the Insolvency Laws
should be repealed purely and simply, or
whether a new Act should be framed. I
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voted on that occasion for a repeal, pure | given up everything and have been guilty

and simple. The motion for a repeal was
lost, and a sub-Committee was struck and
instructed to prepare a Bill for the appro-
bation of the House. I was on that
Committee, and a Bill was reported.
This Bill was proposed by the hon. mem-
ber for Stanstead and seconded by myself.
‘We all know the result of that Bill. The
House voted a repeal, pureand simple, by
a majority of 24. I was in favour of the
Bill of the Committee, because great con-
cessions had been made in favour of non-
traders generally, and more particularly
in favour of farmers. It was further re-
presented at that time, that the country
was not prepared for a repeal, pure and
simple. But I desire to submit to the
will of the people. I believe the people
of this country are tired of the Insolvent
Law and the regime of Official Assignees,
under which they have suffered for some
years past. I now second the motion for
the second reading of the Bill, to repeal
the Insolvency Laws, pure and simple. It
the second reading of the Bill is carried,
and I have no doubt it will be, I intend
when the Bill is in Committee to propose
an amendment to the following effect :—

¢ All insolvents under the provisions of the
Insolvent Acts of 1864, 1869 or 1875, or Acts
amending the same, who have not yet obtained
a discharge under the said Acts, and who have
delivered up the whole of their estate, and have
not been guilty of any fraud within the mean-
ing of any of the said Acts, shall henceforth
and forever be discharged from their liabilities
to the extent provided by the said Acts. Bat
all remedies now existing may be enforeed by
any creditor who shall prove any such fraud or
want of delivery of the estate of his debtor.

““2. This Act shall not apply to any case
where a discharge has been refused by the
court or judge for fraud or want of delivery of
any portion of the assets of the insolvent.”

It is well known, Sir, that, under the Act
of 1876, a debtor was not entitled to his
discharge unless his estate realised
33c. on the dollar ; a discretion being
left with the Judge to grant the dis-
charge or not. By a subsequent Act this
discretion was removed, and the amount
increased from 33c. to 50c. We
know that tiere are unfortunate insol-
vents who have acted honestly, but who
have not been able to get a discharge. It
seems to me that we should start with a
clean sheet ; and therefore I propose that
& jubilee should be extended to unfor-
tunate traders and merchants who have

Mgz. GIROUARD.

of no fraud.

Mr. WHITE (North Renfrew): In
the discussions upon this question upon
former occasions, I have expressed an
opinion that the Insolvent Laws ought
not to be repealed pure and simple. I do
not now proposs to advance any argu-
ments in support of that view, because I
believe that the House is prepared to vote,
by a large majority, for the repeal of the
Insolvent Laws, as they stand on the
Statute-book at ‘present, Nothing I
can say will alter the determination
which I am convinced the House has
come to in this matter. One of the
principal objections to the repeal
of the Bill, is that in many Provinces no
law exists for the distribution of the
assets of insolvent debtors. Itissaid, and
I believe truly said, that the Ontario
Legislature are likely to pass a law which
will have the effect of allowing the credi-
tors of an insolvent debtor to participate
in the assets of his estate. But I would
like to draw the attention of legal mem-
bers of the House to one phase of the
question, which I think has not presented
itself very forcibly to most of the hon.
members of this House. If I understand
the case aright, there is no provision in
the Province of Ontario by which execu-
tion debtors may be punished for the
concealment of any portion of their assets.
I think, in repealing this law, some pro-
vision ought to be made by which the
penalties imposed by the Insolvent Laws
on insolvent debtors for the concealment
of their assets, should be imposed on the
person whose assets may be seized under
a writ of execution. That is all I propose
to suggest to the House in reference to
this matter-

Mr. BECHARD : I do not rise with
the intention of discussing the question of
insolvency at large, it has been a subject
that has been exhausted in the discussion
which took place last year, as was said by
my hon. friend from Stanstead ; but, Sir,
allow me to congratulate my hon. friends
from Stanstead and Jacques Cartier for
the attitude which they have taken this
year ‘respecting this question of insol-
vency. I am sure, Sir, that the course
followed by my hen. triends this year will -
meet with a better reward than that which
they at first adopted last year with respect
to the same question, When my hon.
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friend from Stanstead introduced his Bill,
I feared it might poesibly be the same
voluminous Bankruptcy Bill which he,
seconded by the hon. member for Jacques
Cartier, moved last year, with a view to
have it substituted for the existing law,
and which was defeated upon my motion
in amendment for unconditional repeal.
But, Sir, upon examination of that pro-
posed measure, it was gratifying to me to
find that it was exactly the same
Repeal Bill which I had the honour
of introducing last year, and which was car-
ried in this House. It will be remembered
by everyone that this Bill, after it had
been carried in this House by a majority
of 57, was rejected in the Semate by a
slight majority of only four votes, after an
active canvassof thathonourablebody. Not-
withstanding that check, the friends of
repeal were not discouraged; they felt that
defeat was temporary, and that my Re-
peal Bill was a knife sunk deeply in the
throat of the Insolvency Law, which was
bound to expire this session.. I repeat, it
is gratifying #o see my hon. friends from
Stanstead and Jacques Cartier, who last
Session endeavored to impart new life and
vigour to the moribund Bill, hastening to-
day, inorder to be on time, toreceiveits last
breath and piously close its eyes. That
Repeal Bill of last year, although rejected
by the Senate, I venture tosay, was so
welcomed by public opinion, so well re-
ceived by the people, that it was thought
of since in high quarters, and be-
came a general conclusion, amongst
politicians, that nothing less could
satisfy the peeple but the abselute repeal
of the Insolvency Law. I consider it to
be a foregone conclusion, that this Bill
will be successfully passed through Parlia-
ment this Session. I am sure it will
receive new supporters in this House; and
from what 1 learned about the dispositions

"of some of those hon. Senators who
opposed it last year, I am certain that
it will also be carried there. Therefore,
Sir, the Insolvency Law will be repealed.
We will get rid of it, and the people will
receive full and entire gatisfaction upon
that question. The will of the people is,
I think, manifest. They abhor a law,
wﬁxch, in the course of its existence, has
given rise to so many abuses, and which
they consider as contributing, in a high
degres, to delay the restoration of that
confidence amongst business men, which
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is s0 essential to the commercial pros-
perity of any nation. Itis true, Sir, that
we hear in some quarters some voices
clamoring in favour of an Insolvency
Law, or of amendments to the existing
law ; but I believe they constitute but a
small portion of our people. Their num-
ber is confined to some wholesale mer-
chants, who would like to bave, very
likely, an Insolvency Law framed, as that
which was introduced last Session
by my hon. friend from Stanstead—
a law altogether in favour of credit-
ors and which placed debtors at their
feet. But the large majority of the
people do not want any Insolvency Law ;
and I venture to say that no public man to-
day would assume the responsibility ot mov-
ing any such law. Sir, I need hardly say
that I will vote for this Bill; it is my
Bill; it is precisely, word for word, the
Bill which I introduced last year, and
which T introduced again this Session. I
was the father of the Bill last year; and
when I look at the Bill to-day it is im-
possible for me to disown the child,
But it appears that thatlittleindividual has
attractive powers ; for it was taken from
me, and is now appearing before vou under
the care and patronage of an adoptive
father. The measure, or a similar one, was
originated in Parliament by Mr. Barthe,
formerly member for the county of Riche-
lien. It was introduced twice, and every
time I voted for it. But last year—Mr.
Barthe being no longer a member of Par-
liament, and my hon, friend from Stan-
stead, who, in former years was the
champion of repeal, having abandoned
that course, and adopted, last Session, a
course antagonistic to repeal—I took that
cause in hand and introduced this Bill.
By acting in that way, I am sure I was
not trespassing on those rules of courtesy
which good education impels me to observe
towards every one of my colleagues in
Parliament.

Mr. MACKENZIE: I think, before
discussing the present measure further,
that it would be desirable to know when
the Government propose to introduce the
measure respecting insolvency, referred to
in the Speech from the Throne.

An Hox. MEMBER : That will de-
pend upon the result of this Bill.

Mr. McDONALD (Pictou) : Inanswer

to the hon. the leader of the Opposition,
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I may say that the subject is under the
consideration of the Government.

Mr. MACKENZIE: I think thatis
not a satisfactory answer to the question.
A measure relating to insolveney was pro-
mised in the Speech from the Throne, and
I think we have a right to ask the Gov-
ernment when that measure is likely to be
introduced, because it might materially
change the views of the House. Last
vear the Government had not the courage
either to promise or propose a measure ;
and the hon. the Minister of Justice be-
came 2 champion in opposition to the Bill
brought in to repeal the Insolvent Laws.
Now, when we have a distinet measure
promised in the Speech from the Threne,
it is strange that there is not a gentleman
prepared, on behalf of the Government,
to answer my question. I see thatthe hon.
gentleman at the head of the Government
is now coming into the House. I would
suggest that whenever he leaves the House
h> should leave some one in authority.
He keeps his family under too great sub-
jection. I may now tell the hon. leader
‘of the Government, that I wish to ask
when they intend to introduce the mea-
sure, relating to insolvency, promised by
the Speech from the Throne.

Sik JOHN A. MACDONALD : This
is a most laudable curiosity on the part
‘of the hon. member for Lambton (Mr.
Mackenzie). He says, I keep my family
in too great subjection. Well, Sir, we
are a unit perhaps. The hon. gentleman
who leads the Opposition has not been so
successful as myself, in that respect. He
says we have promised a Bill on the
subject of insclvency. If, however, the

hon. gentleman will examine the
wording of the Speech from the
Throne, he will find that what is
there said is, that the subject of

Insolvency will “engage the attention” of
the House. Now, Sir, I think that sub-
ject is engaging the attention of the House
now. When we ventured to prophecy this
we were so certain of the truth of the pre-
mises that we placed the language in the

mouth of His Excellency the Governor-

General. It has engaged the attention of
the House—on both sides—at the invita-
tion of the Crown, at the very beginning
of the Session. But, seriously, Mr. Speaker,
the Government of the day have a duty to
perform. As leaders of the House they
have to submit such measures as they think
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proper and expedient for the good of the
country. This subject was announced as
one of importance, by the Speéch from the
Throne, and it really makes no difference
whether the measure is in the hands of

one member or another, or whether
it is in the hands of a member of
the Government or in the hands of

& member who is not a member of the
Government of the day. If the hon. gen-
tleman who has the Bill in charge had
not brought it forward, the Government
would certainly have introduced a
measure. Had he failed to do so, or had
hon. members opposite failed to do so,
the Government would have felt it their
duty to introduce a measure for the repeal
of the Insolvency Laws. The measure,
however, is before the House, and will re-
czive due consideration.

Mzr. MACKENZIE: That means that
the Government have no measure, but
pick up one wherever they can find it.

Mnr. CASEY : It is gratifying to hear
the hon. the leader of the Government
state that it makes no difference who
brings in a measure. He says that the
Government simply prophesied that such a
measure would be brought forward. I
was not aware that we had such a rival of
Vennor. I suppose ws may hope to see
itin the almanac for next year that on such
a day in February you may expect a Bill
to repeal the Insolvent Act.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : There
is one thing we will not find in the
almanac ; we shall not fiad it recorded
that we were favoured with an
eloquent  speech  from the  hon.
member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey).

Mr. SPROULE : It must be a matter
of satisfaction to those gentlemen who
took part, a year ago, in the argu-
ments urging the repeal of the Insolvent
Laws, to know that they have, at last,
succeeded in convincing gentlemen who
took so strong a stand against the
measure. At the same time it seems
almost incredible that it should have
taken such a length of time, and such an
amount of argument, to satisfy intelligent
men- of the uselessness of the Insolvent
Laws, all their amendments made from
year to year are only, to-day, standing
monuments of folly and unstatesmanship.
If this Insolvent Law had been repealed
a year ago, there would not now have
been fhose arguments hon. gentlemen
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opposite have been pleased to wuse so
strongly against the National Policy. I
mean the large number of insolvencies
they cite as having occurred since last
vear, But if hon. gentlemen opposite had
been lionest, they would have attributed
them to their natural cause, namely, the an-
ticipation of the repeal of the Act, and
not to the depression brought about by
the introduction of the National Policy.
But public opinion has been too strong
against the continuance of these laws,
which apply to one class of the community
only, to prevent their continuance upon
the Statutes of our country. They have
only held out inducements for parties so
disposed, to shape their affairs in such a
way, even to change from ore line to an-
otlier, so as to enable them to take advant-
age of the Act, and pay their debts with
twenty, thirty or forty cents on the dollar,
I believe it is generally recognised that
there is not more than one honest trader
out of every three or four who have taken
the benefit of that Act since it was placed
upon the Statute-book. It seems strange
that, if the law was so beneficial, it should
Lave been made applicable only to com-
mercial people ; and that all professional
men, labourers and mechanics, and all
the agricultural classes of the community
should be entirely left out from the bene-
fits supposed to accrue from that law. It
seems strange to me also, in view of these
facts, that the law should continue so long,
and that we find those who ought to be
the leaders of public opinion, and who took
such strong grounds a year ago in favour
of the continuance of that law, whose judg-
inent and experience should have enabled
them to understand the feeling of the
country, are to-day retreating from their
position of last year. It must be humili-
ating to these men to-day, to sit in their

seats and mnot have one word to say-

in favour of the continuance of that law.

Mz. CAMERON (North Victoria) :
While I am prepared to admit that a
majority of the people,certainly of Ontario,
are opposed to the existing Insolvency
Law, and while I know that a majority
of the members of this House are in
favour of its total repeal, I am net pre-
pared to assent to the large terms of the
proposition of the hon. member for Stan-
stead (Mr. Colby) who stated that there
Was an almost universal eonsensus of
public opinion in faveur of the total re-
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peal of the law. For my part, I have
always felt that a well considered and
well administered Insolvency Law, was
necessary for the proper carrying on of
the affairs of an extensive commercial
community. That opinion I still retain.
I also am of opinion that the evils of our
existing law are evils of administration,
and not evils inherent in the principle on
which the law is based ; and those faults
arise almost entirely from the mercantile
community itself, which is most largely
interested in the matter. I believe 1t is
owing to the laxity and the want of
attention on the partof creditors, that the
Insolvency Law has been so badly admi-
nistered ; and that if they had paid more
attention to their own affairs and had
looked more carefully after the admi-
nistration of insolvent estates, we would
not have had that general feeling of
objection to the Insolvent Law which
now exists. They have tried the experi-
ment in the United States of a total re-
peal of the law, as you are aware ; and
within a very short time after it was
totally repealed, we find a large number
of the Boards of Trade in the most im-
portant commercial cities, petitioning
Congress at this very Session in favour of
the re-enactment of a Bankruptey Law.
So we find that after a large experience in
the United States, in a very short time,
a feeling arose, and petitions began to
pour in, in favour of a re-enactment of
such a law. I had hoped that some mem-
ber of the mercantile community in this
House would have had something to say
on this subject, because, really, it is one
that interests them more than any one
else. No doabt it will be found that the
wholesale trade, at any rate, throughout
the country, both in Montreal as well as
in the western Province, are, as a body,
opposed to the abolition of the Insolvency
Laws. The Board of Trade of Toronto,
certainly, a. d I think of Hamilton and
other cities in Canada, have passed vari-
ous resolutions within the last few months
against the total repeal, amnd in favour of
certain specific modifications and improve-
ments which ought to be introduced
into an Insolvency Law. TFor my part I
would have preferred toseea judiciousseries
of amendments to the law rather than its
total repeal. The hon. member for Stan-
stead says, it is now unimportant, so far as
Ontarioisconcerned,—from which Province
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the objection came most strongly last
Session—because the Ontario Legislature
are about passing & law which will
remedy those crying evils which would
have arisen if, in that Province, they had
no Insolvency Law and no provision
such as is eontemplated in their proposed
Act. I am not aware what these pro-
visions are, but I do think it is pre
mature for us to legislate for the total
abolition of the Insolvency Laws, because
the Legislature of Ontario is about to
legislate in some way that we do not under-
stand, by a measure which they have not
yet passed. I think it would be better for
us to wait and see what they do, and see
whether the measure they propose to pass
as a substitute for the Insolvent Law, wil
meet the case and satisfy the wants of the
mercantile community in Ontario, before
we totally repeal the law. I am aware
it would be quite useless in this House to
force to a division opposition to a re-
peal of the law. I, therefore, content
myself with entering my huamble pro-
test against too rapid action in that di-
rection. I should be glad if one who has
given so much attention to the matter as
my hon. friend from West Durham (Mr.
Blake) did, when he introduced a series
of amendments to the Insolvent Law,
which were then represented as likely to
make it almost perfect, would favour the
House with his views on the question, and
let us know whetber heis prepared to
assent to the total repeal of the Law;
whether he thinks it is incapable of
amendment so as to make it work satis-
factorily, because any opinion on that sub-
ject from one of his experience, would be
valuable to the House. While I dissent
from the action the House is taking, I feel
that the opinion here is so generally in
favour of repeal that it would be useless
to divide the House on the question.

Mg. McCUAIG: I have been informed
that a Bill is now before the Ontario
Legislature to protect creditors generally
against the first execution creditor sacri-
ficing the debtor’s property to the injury
of his other creditors for his own exclusive
benefit; and though I have doubts, by
reason of the power held by the Dominion
Parliament over all legislation on matters
of ingolvency, fof the constitutionality of
the proceeding of the Ontario Pailiament,
I, nevertheless, hope it may meet the wants
and expectations of its promoters, and be
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found to work satisfactorily. I shall
vote for the repeal of the Insolvency Law.

Mr. WELDON: I amfully alive to the
evils of the present Insolvency Law, but I
quite agree with the member for North
Victoria (Mr. Cameron) that, these come
from the administration of the law rather
than from its principles. In dealing with
this matter we should look to the example
of the Mother Country, where the prin-
ciple of the Bankruptcy Act has never
been repealed or departed from since it was
first introduced into British legislation.
‘While alterations have been made, from
time to time, to endeavour to carry out the
principle which was intended to be carried
out, they have never departed from that
principle or attempted to repeal the legis-
lation. I consider it is essential to
any community, where people are engaged
in commerce, that there should be some
means to protect the unfortunate debtor
from the rapacity of his creditors, as well
as to protect creditors from dishonest
debtors. The objection has been urged
against the Bankruptcy Law, that it
enables persons to be dishonest in trade.
I think, however, that if the Bankruptey
Law has fallen into disrepute, it is due
rather to the system of credit, than to
the law itself ; and, further, that if the
Sheriff, by execution upon judgment, or
other process of law, puts the property on
the market by a forced sale, to the detri-
ment of the honest trader, it is no more
than is complained is done by the Bank-
ruptey Law, with this difference, that the
creditor who happens to be in first will
get the benefit, and the others will go
without anything. That would be the
effect. The debtor’s property is swept
away to pay one of the creditors, and he
is left to the mercy of the others, who,
without regard to his family, may pre-
vent him from going into business again.
I am satisfied that parties in many cases
go through, who have no right to get a
discharge ; but I cannot agree with the
hon. member who has just taken his seat,
that no one should be discharged. The
difficulty has been among creditors them-
gelves, who have not taken the trouble to
ascertain whether a man was entitled to a
discharge or not. One of the features of
the Bill introduced last year, was to throw
upon the debtor the necessity of getting
the consent of his creditors to his dis-
charge ; and the debtor, if he could prove
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that he had fully, honestly and fairly
dealt with them, and that it was by
misfortune, and not by fraud, that he had
become insolvent, he would have no diffi-
culty in obtaining that consent. With
regard to the legislation to be introduced
into the Ontario Legislature, I have not
seen the Bill yet, but I understand it is a
Bill to do away with priority of execu-
tions. I am not aware of the nature of
the Bill, but if it is of that kind, it is
very questionable whether any Bill intro-
duced into any Local Legislature, for the
distribution of the assets, 1ray not trench
upon the jurisdiction of this Parliament.
With regard to New Brunswick, after the
Bill was first introduced, and when it was
shown that attempts to repeal it were
made, and a new Bill was introduced in
1875, the legislation of that Province
materially changed. I have nohesitation
in saying that if this Bill should be
repealed and the legislation remain as it
is in that Province, it will cause serious
embarrassment and loss. It would, toa
certain extent, destroy our trade, which is
to some extent subjected tothe Attachment
and Garnishee Laws now in force there,
by which parties are enabled to take
priority, and which we can only get rid of
through the Insolvent Act; and unless
those laws are repealed it will seriously
embarrass trade in that Province. A
Bill like this involving matters of somuch
importance, it seems is a matter which
the Government should take charge of,
iistead of leaving it in the hands of
private parties. While I feel that

the disposition of the House, as
announced by the vote of last
year, is to repeal the Bill, I wish to

rise merely to state that I entertain the
same opinion I then expressed, and feel
that in repealing that Bill we may be only
getting deeper into difficulties and embar-
rassments, and probably in a few years
this Legislature will be called upon to
give again some relief to the unfortunate
-creditors.

Mr. HESSON: 1 desire to explain
briefly my views as to the vote I am
about to give on this question. It is now
about a year since = similar measure was
brought before this House, and several

amendments were brought in by the hon.

member from Stanstead (Mr. Colby), and
also by the hon. member for J acques Car-
tier (Mr. Girouard). It will be remem-
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bered that the Committee appointed to
make some amendments that would meet
the wishes of the community at large, did
not meet, at all events, with the support
of the majority of the members of this
House. I was satisfied that some change
was required by the country, whilst I
was loathe to see the Insolvent Act
totally repesled without some amendment
to meet the emergency that would at once
fall upon the trade of the country, and I
voted against the repeal of the Insolvency
Law then, but I also voted for the amend-
ment, as I felt that it would be sowe re-
lief if any improvement could be made.
I find the year passed away, and that no
measurejhas been submitted to the con-
sideration of this House, and that we are
now called upon to consider the repeal of
the Act. I mustsay, that the effect of
that law as it exists, is most disastrous to
the mercantile morals of the country, and
I feel that as the Ministry have not seen
it their duty to introduce an amendment
to the present Act, itis now the duly of
this House, and the country calls upon
this Parliament, to repeal thatlaw entirely.
I have no hesitation in saying here,
that I am prepared to vote for the repeal
of the Act, in view of the fact that no
amendment has been submitted to this
House ; and that the trade of the country
cannot be worse in consequence of this
repeal from any change that may ensue.
Ag a trader myself, of over twenty years
standing in the country, I feel that the
wholesale merchants may, perhaps, be
the greatest sufferers fora time ; and in
their interests I voted for a continuance
of that law last year, in the hope that
something better would be introduced.
That not having been done, I now feel
myself called upon to support the Bill,
introduced by my hon. friend from Stan-
stead.

Mr. McLENNAN: Before this ques-
tion is disposed of, as I do notsee any
members representing Montreal in the
House, and reference has been made
to the relation of the commercial interests
to this question, I beg to say that I quite
agree with my hon. friend from North
Victoria (Mr. Cameron), and also with
the hon. gentleman from St. John, (Mr.
Weldon), that no commercial community
can carry on business for a long time
satisfactorily, without some provision of
an Insolvency Law ; and if there is no
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movement made in this Parliament to re-
tard the absolute repeal of that law, I
may say that in my opinion, it is no# be-
cause the great commercial community is
a party to this Act, but because the
opinion of the country at large has been
expressed so strongly, that it appears to
bethe wisest course, at thepresent moment,
to allow thislaw to go by the board,’and so
let the evil that will follow work the
necessary cure. Speaking with some
knowledge of the large commercial inter-
ests of the country, I believe that the im-
pression ig quite in favour of an Insolvency
Law ; and 1 believe that after the experi-
ment of its abrogation has been tried, we
will have another law. I may say
that a provision in the TLaw of Lower
Canada, for the distribution of our estate
in execution, is not regarded ag of so sat-
isfactory a nature as would be implied
from what has been said to-day. I be-
lieve that mercantile men and others have
found that law to be inadequate in Lower
Canada, and T have no doubt at all that
if a law is passed in Ontario, such as is
now contemplated, it will be found to be
quite inadequate also. I do not look for
any good to come from the passing of
such a law. I merely make these remarks
to prevent the idea from going abroad
that the repeal of the Insolvency Law is
carried with the approbation of the large
commereial interests of the country. I
believe that these interests will be found
to be in favour of an Insolvency Law, and
that they are simply acquiescing for a
moment in its repeal until the evil
ghall work its own cure.

Mgr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton): I
cannot allow the measure, which is new
before the House, to be voted upon with-
out expressing my view in reference to it.
During the last Session, I had an oppor-
tunity of doing so, and as I continue to
hold the same opinions, I wish to state
them by way of protest to this Bill becom-
ing law. I am perfectly satisfied the
commercial community, at all events, of
Ontario, and, I believe, of Quebec, are
fully confirmed in the idea that it is abso-
lutely necessary that a well considered
Insolvency Liaw should be on the Statute-
book of our Dominion. considering
the views expressed in this House and
the votes given, it is quite apparent that
thoge' constituencies which may be
regarded as commercial constituencies,
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have always, by their representatives,
voted in favour of the continuance of the
law. No doubt, the opinion is very strong
that the law may be beneficially amended ;
but I agree entirely with the hon. mem-
ber for North Victoria (Mr. Cameron)
and the hon. member for St. John (Mr.
Weldon), that the law as it now exists is
really, in its principles, all that can be
desired, unless it be capable of amend-
ment in reference to the Official Assignee.
It isstrange, that where a community, like
the commercial community of this coun-
try, is so much interested in this very
question, that they do not interest them-
selves more in the winding up of insol-
vent estates. Experience has taught us
that they leave their interests in the hands
of one or two Inspectors, and of the
Official Assignee, and the consequence is
that instead of getting, in many cases, fifty
to seventy-five cents in the dollar, they
generally came out with but ten or fifteen
cents. That hag given great {dissatisfac-
tion; but the property should be managed
by those whose claims upon it stand
strongest. I think it would be a great
calamity to dispose of the Insolvent Law
in the manner proposed by the hon. mem-
ber for Stanstead (Mr. Colby). That
would leave us in the same state we were
in preceding the enactment of the Insol-
vent Law. I understand that hon. mem-
bers are willing, so far ag Ontario is
concerned, to allow the Bill now before the
House to go, because it has been announced
that the Ontario Government is about in-
troducing a measure that will afford some
kind of relief in that direction. I believe
that that is the intention of that Govern-
ment; but this is a very early part of the
Session of Parliament, and we do not yet
know the purport of the Ontario measure,
and, therefore, I would suggest to the hon.
member who introduced this Bill, that he
allow it to sktand over for a week or ten
days, in order to give us an opportunity of
seeing what will be proposed for Ontario.
If this be not done, I think it weuld ke
worth while to consider whether it would
not be wise, in the interest of the honest
traders, to introduce some amendment to
the Bill which would do away with the
advantage which the sharp creditor would
have, and which the dishonest debtor-
would give him, by allowing the first exe-
cution to come in and sweep off all the
assets. Such a measure was proposed last
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Session, but was rejected ; when, fortun-
ately, the Senate came to the relief of the
country, and rejected the Bill then passed.
The delay I recommend can f'hrta,mly not
jeopardise the fate of the Bill, because I
feel there is no doubt whatever that the
House is determined to repeal the pre-
sent law ; but, at thesame time, I can-
not understand that there should be no
provision whatever for she protection of
creditors. We have in Ontario an Ab-
sconding Debtors’ Act, which may be
beneficially used to work out something
for the creditors ; and I understand this
is the idea to be carried out by the
Ontario Legislation ; that is, that when a
debtor absconds, a writ is issued, and all
his estate is taken into the possession of
the Sheriff, and held for the general bene-
fit of all the ereditors who may get judg-
ment within a certain time. Something
like this might be done now ; and, in case
anything should happen so as to prevent
any Bill of that nature passing in Ontario,
1 certainly think it would be well, if the
member for Stanstead would consent to
allow his measure to stand over ten days
or a fortnight, in order that we may ascer-
tain the fact.

Bill vead the second time.

REPORT.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER laid before
the House,—Annual Report of the Min-
ister of Railways and Canals, for the fiscal
year lst July, 1878, to 30th June, 1879,
on the works under his control.

House adjourned at
Twenty-five minutes before
Eleven o’clock.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Friday, 20th February, 1880.
The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock.
Pravsrs.

NEW MEMBER INTRODUCED,

Mz. SPEAKER informed the House
_that he bad received a certificate from the
Returning Officer at the last election for
the Flectoral District of Montmorency,
that Aguste Réal Angers, Esq., was duly
elected for the said Electoral District.

[Fesruary 20, 1880.]
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AcusTE Rfar ANGERs, Esq., member
for the Electoral District of Montmorency,
having previously taken the oath, accovd-
ing to law, and subscribed the roll con-
taining the same, took his seat in the
House.

Mr. LANGEVIN: Ag  the return
made to you, Sir, is on the certificate only,
I beg to move the ordinary resolution in
such a case,

Mr. MACKENZIE : If this motion is
a proper one to make at all, it should be
made before the member is intrcduced.

Mgr. LANGEVIN : I think this is the
ordinary course which has been followed
in similar cases since I have been in Par-
liament.

Mgz. HOLTON: I think my hon. friend
will find that the motion is generally made
before the admission of the member, who
is not entitled to admission, except as a
matter of courtesy on the part of the
House, until the regular return is
received. We have been in the habit of
admitting members formerly on indentures
and then passing a resolution analogous
to this; but the authority for the newly
elected member to claim his seat 1s
founded upon the return to the writ made
by the Returning Officer. As it fre-
quently occurs that the member arrives in
advance of the return, the uniform prac-
tice has been to admit members upon pre-
sentation of the indenture or certifieate,
but by a resolution of the House before
they took their seat. No member hasa
primd facie right to a seat here when the
return has not been received, unless a
motion has been previously made.

Mr. LANGEVIN : In 1877, after my
second election, when I came to the Bar
of the House and claimed my seat, I was
admitted, and then a motion was made by
the hon. member for Lambton, similar to
the one now before the House. I have
no doubt the hon. member for Lambton
will consider that a very good prece-
dent.

Mr. MACKENZIE: I think
authority seems to be indisputable.

Mr. HOLTON : I am quite sure it
was not the former practice, and I am
equally sure that, by whatever authority
it is sustained, it is a faulty practice, be-
cause the right to a seat reposes primarily
on the return of the writ. I cannot, in
view of what my hon. friend has just
stated, say that it has been the uniform

the
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practice to make the motion before the
intrs duction, but it is the proper practice,
and I am quite sure it was the practice in
the earlier years of my experience.

Mgr. MACKENZIE : My recollection
is that, when the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Langevin) was introduced, I called atten-
tion to the irregularity, and moved the
resolution in order to get over that irregu-
larity as well as possible.

Mr. MASSON : By reference to the
Journals of the House, the hon. gentle-
man would see that this was almost the
invariable practice when he held office.

Resolved, That, in admitting A. R. Angers,
Esq., elected to represent the Electoral Dis-
trict of Montmorency, to tale his seat upon the
certificate of the Returning Officer, this House
still recommends a strict adherence to the prac-
tice of requiring the production of the usual
certificate of the Clerk of the Crown in Chan-
cery of the return to,the writ of election.— (7.
Langevin.)

THE LATE ACCIDENT TO THE VICE-
REGAL PARTY.
REMARKS,

Mr. MACKENZIE : Iwish to call the
attention of thehon. theleaderof the Govern-
ment to a matter which I think should
engage the attention of the two Houses.
Last Saturday, a dangerous accident hap-
pened to His Excellency the Governor-
General and Her Royal Highness the
Princess Louise : an accident which might
have resulted seriously, if not fatally, to
both of them. Several municipalities
have tendered their sympathy with these
. illustrious personages, and congratulated

‘them on their escape, and I think it would
have veen only proper that this House
should express its sympathy with these
illustrious personages under the circum-
stances, and express its congratulations
that they escaped from the much more
serious injury to which they were exposed.
Everything is of interest to this House,
and to the people generally, which con-
cerns His Excellency the Governor
General, and his Royal Consort, the
dear daughter of our beloved Queen,
who, since she has come to Canada,
has made herself so beloved by all. I
would suggest the propriety of Parlia-
ment giving expression to the sympathy
which is universally felt. I have allowed
the matter to rest for several days, think-
ing the matter would be proceeded with
by the Government. I have no doubt
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that the members generally will concur
in the propriety of such a proceeding.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : Every
member of the House will, I hardly need
say, agree with the hon. gentleman as to
the propriety of expressing our sympathy
with regard to the unfortunate accident
which happened the other day to the Re-
presentative of the Sovereign, and the

daughter of our Dbeloved Queen.
It has not escaped the attention
of myself and  colleagues  that

it is expedient to express the regret which
we all feel in reference to that unfortun-
ate occurrence. The reason why it has
not been submitted to this House before,
and why, no doubt, it has not been sub,
mitted to the other House is—as the hon.-
gentleman can quite understand—that, at
such a distance from England, it was of
importance, and it was the desire of His
Excellency the Governor- General, thav
no alarm should be given to our beloved
Sovereign, the Mother of Her Royal
Highness, by attaching, perhaps, undue
importance to this unfortunate accident ;
as 1t might have had the effect of increas-
ing alarm in England. T am happy to be
able to state, that, though they have
had an accident in which they had a very
narrow escape from the most serious con-
sequences, the Vice-Regal party have
nearly overcome the consequences. I
would here take the opportunity
of calling the attention of the House to
the remarks in one of the newspape:s to
the effect that the accident resulted
through the refusal of the Department of
Militia to send an escort to the Vice-
Regal party on the occasion. The hon.
member for Lambton (Mr. Mackenzie)
will see how absurd such a statement is.
An escort is ready at any time at the re-
quest of His Excellency ; and any escort
that might have been asked for or re-
quired would have been granted in this
cise ; but none was requested. His Ex-
cellency was not desirous, on such a
night, of exposing the Dragoon Guards,
who, however, if desired, would have only
been too glad to form an escort. But, as
His Excellency wished to spare them, the
usual requisition was not made.

INTRODUCTION OF PUBLIC BILLS.
NEW RULE,

Mz. SPEAKER announced that a new
rule had been adopted by which in future
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a place would be given, to Bills for in-
troduction, in the printed list of Votes
and Proceedings of the House.

THE ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS
EXCELLENCY’S SPEECH.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Sin JOHN A. MACDONALD de-
livered a Message from His Excellency
the Governor-General.

Mz. SPEAKER read the Message, and
it is as follows :(—

- LORNE.
¢ Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

“I acknowledge with thanks the Address
you have loyally adopted in answer to the
Speech with which I opened the Session, and
I rely with confidenee on the assurance that the
important measures submitted to you, will re-
ceive your careful and full consideration.

“¢ GOVERNMENT HoOUSE,
“ Orrawa, 2)th February, 1880.”

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE LAW AMEND.
MENT BILL.

(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton.)
FIRST READING.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton) intro-
duced a Bill (No. 14) To amend the law
with reference to procedure in criminal
cases, and the duties of Justices of the
Peace out of Sessions, in relation to per-
sons charged with indictable offences. He
said : The object of the Bill is to declare,
as part of the law of this country, two
sections of the Imperial Act, 30 and 31
Viet., cap. 35, commonly known as
Russell Gurney’s Act. By that Statute,
in England, when a person is charged
with & crime, he has a right to ask the
magistrate who is investigating the charge,
previous to his committal or diswissal,
as the case may be, that his witnesses
may be examined; so that if he is
too poor to compel their attendance
by subpena, they may be hound over to
give evidence at his trial.  Section 3 of
the Bill now introduced proposes to
amend the 32 and 33 Vie, cap. 30, sec.
30, of the Dominion by striking out the
words ¢ or is absent from Canada.” This
section proposed to be amended enubles
evidence taken before a Magistrate on the
Investigation of a charge against a person
accused, where the depositions of the wit-
nesses are properly signed by the wit-
nesses and by the Magistrate taking it, to
be used at the trial, in case of the absence
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by death or illness, of the witnees, or if
absent from Canada ; but, by this amend-
ment, it is intended that the deposition
shall be read against the accused omly
when the witness is absent, through death
or by illness, but not when he is simply
absent from Canada. My experience has
taught methatthatsection of the Dominion
Statute goes too far. In England, thelaw
on this point only extends to czses where
the witness has died or is too ill to travel.
Two or three cases within my own
knowledge have demonstrated that the
law asit stands is capable of being en-
forced most prejudicially to the accused.
It is proposed, therefore, to strike out
that part of the clause which males this
practice applicable to cases where a wit-
ness, having left Canada, is not present
at the trial.  Section 4 of the new Bill pro-
poses to amend the 35th Section of the
32 and 33 Viet., Cap. 30, which enables
a Justice or Magistrate,—if he thinksit
in the interests of justice,—to expel, all
persons from the room where the exami-
nation is going on. Now, on several
occasions, in my own experience, Justices
have thought it allowable to inform
counsel, in attendance on hehalf of the
accused, that they were there onsufferance,
and that, if it was not the pleasure of
the presiding Magistrate, they could
not be there at all. I propose, therefore, to
add a proviso that, while it shall be in the
power of the Magistrate to exclude the
public, the prisoner shall not be deprived
of counsel learned in the law, to watch
the case, and both cross-examine witnesses
against the accused, and examine witnesses
on behalf of the accused; in fact to make
it quite clear that prisoners may retain
and employ counsel and attorneys at
their preliminary examination. Section
5 of the proposed Bill has reference to the
exclusion of witnesses at the trial in crim-
inal cases. In Ontario, witnesses can be
excluded in civil cases, but not in criminal
cases. 'This new proviso proposes to give
either the Crown or the prisoner the right
to require all witnesses, not under exam-
ination, to be exeluded from the Court-
room during the trial. Section 6 pro-
poses to repeal sub-section 2 of section 45,
chap. 29, of 32 & 33 Vie., the Domin-
ion Act, and to substitute a new section;
the difference between thetwoigveryslight,
The law, as it is now, declares that, on
the trial of any persons for an indictable
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offence, the reply of counsel shall be so
regulated that, whether the accused calls
witnesses or not, the Attorney or Solicitor-
General, or any Queen’s counsel repre-
senting the Crown, shall be entitled to re-
ply. 1 propose toamend that by confining
the right of reply to the Attorney-General
or Solicitor-General, when prosecuting in
person.  Ia England there is no statutory
provision on tvhe point, but it is the
practice there that, in all cases where
the Atborney-General prosecutes, he
shall have the right of reply, but
here in Caunda, it has been extended
to a Queen’s counsel acting on behalf of
the Crown. As this House is aware, a
question has nrisen as to who ave Queen’s
counsel ; and 1 propose to settle the
matter, 5o far as this particular part of
the criminal procedure is concerned, by
asking that the Statute may be amended
by confining the right of reply to the
Attorney-General, or Solicitor-General,
when prozecuting in person. These are
the amendments which I propose to make
to the present Bill.

Mxr. MacDONNELL (Inverness): In
my opinion that right to veply is given to
the public prosecutor by virtue of his
acting on behalf of the Crown, not simply
as bemg Attorney-General. I think this
right is ullowed to the Crown and not to
the Attorney-General in his individual
capacity, and that, therefore, it should be
allowed to all public prosecutors acting for
the Crown.

Bill read the first time.

BILL INTRODUCED.

The following Bill was introduced and
read the fivst time .—

Bill (No. 15) To fix the rate of interest, and
to prohibit usary in the Province of Quebec.—
(Mr. dMethot.)

BRITISH COLUMBIA—ADDITIONAL SU-
PREME COURT JUDGES.
RESOLUTIONS CONSIDERED IN COMMITTER.

House resolved itself into Commitiee, %0 con-
sider certain proposed Resolutions, respecting
the better Administration of Justice Act, 1878,
of British Columbia, and to make provision for
the salaries of two additional Judges of the
Supreme Court of British Columbia.

{In the Committee.)

Mr. McDONALD (Pictou): It will
be in the recollection of this Committee
that at the last: Session a similar
resolution was adepted by this Hpuse,

MRk. ROBERTSON.
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and a Bill founded thereon and
passed through the House. For some

reason the Bill failed to pass through
the other branch of the Legislature, The
Act for the better administration of justice
in British Columhia not having been re-
pealed, I askthe House to adopt this
resolution, on which to found a Bill, pro-
viding for the salaries of two additional
Judges. The subject was discussed dur-
ing the debate on the Bill last Session. T
will, therefore, only make one or two
observations,showing the necessity whaich,
in the opinion of the Legislature of
Britisi Columbia, exists for the addition
which they ask to their Judicial staff. At
present that Province has three Judges
of the SBupreme Court, with five County
Court Judges, or Stipendiary Magistrates,
who reside in different sections of the
country and who were appointed at the
union of that Province with the Dominion,
It is the opinion of the first officer of the
Crown in that Province that the mode of
administration of justice, at present, is
neither efficient nor effective, and it is
proposed to add two Judges to the
Supreme Court, making it five instead of
three, who should be County Court Judges
ag well ag Judges of the Supreme Court.
The judicial strength of the Provinee,
will then consist ot five Judges of the
Supreme Court who will exercise all the
duties pertaining to their functions as
Judges of the Supreme Court, and who
will also be County Court Judges, within
their several judicial districts, which
are defined and set forth by another Act.
The Act also provides that three of these
Judges shall reside on the mainland, two
residing in the city of Victoria in Van-
couver Island. The question suggested
last Session, on the discussion, was as to
the expense incurred, the additional cost,
as it was said, in the administration of
justice in that Colony. I need scarcely
repeat whatl said then, in reference to
that subject. The members of the Com-
mittee, who recollect that discussion, and
were familiar with the history of that
colony during 1870 and 1871, will recol-
lect that the present Stipendiary Magis-
trates held office as Indian Agents, before
the union of British Columbia with the
Dominion. They were continued in
office on terms specified in the Terms of
Union, and on condition of being entitled
to receive a superannuation, or retiring
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allowance, in the event of their ceasing to
hold office. They were on retiring to re-
ceive two-thirds of their salaries. There
were six Stipendiary Magistrates at the
timeof the Union. The Magistrate resident
at New,Westminster at that time has since
died, and his place has not been filled, al-
though at presentthere are five Stipendiary
Magistrates receiving salaries. A compari-
son which has been submitted to me of the
savingwhich the change would make shows
a balance in its favour of $2.042, So that,
as far as I am able to judge, the change
would not entail any additional expense
upon the Dominion, in theadministration of
justice in that Province. T am informed.
however,and [ haveno doubt correctly, that
the change would really occasion a very
large saving in the travelling fees payable
to the Judges of the Supreme Court, who
go on circuit.  As to the exact amount
which would be saved, it was stated during
last Session by some gentlemen opposite,
and perhbaps with some truth, that the
Judges residing in the mainland districts
would also be entitled to trifling fees in
attending Courts. That may be, and still
I fancy the saving which they would
make in the ordinary administration of
justice as County Court Judges would
make avery material difference. Thetravel-
ling expenses of the Judges in that Pro-
vince for the last four or five years
according to the memorandum I have
received from the Auditor-General are as
follows :—1875, $12,400 ; 1876, 811,836 ;
1877, $8,996; 1878, $8,900; 1879,
$7,034. So that the expenses appear to
be gradually decreasing, and, if the inform-
ation on which I make the statement
be correct, there could be little doubt that,
so far as expense is concerned, the change

is a desirable one. I presume the House
will feel that the Legisluture of British
Columbia is more competent to determine
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views that were umnanimously expressed
in the Senate, by the members represent-
ing British Columbia, on the working of
the judicial system in that country and its
peculiar needs. They made remarks of
extreme consequence to us in deciding
whether we ought to take the course now
proposed. I have always maintained,
while I had the honour of sitting lere,
that we are not bound, simply because a
Provincial Legislature proposes the appoint-
ment of a Judge, to provide a salary. I
think any other view of our duties would
result, in the nature of things, in a very
expansive notion, on the part of the Local
Legislature, as tv what the judicial re-
quirements were. When you find one
body creating judgeships, whose occupants
are to be paid, not by their creators, but
by another body altogether, it is natural
that the creating body, not being checked

by the consideration of expense,
should be extremely liberal ; and
it is mnecessary that the scale of

judicial requirements should be care-
fully scanned by those - who are to
bear the burden of paying the officers.
Therefore, I regard it as important that in
every case we should assert our right
to consider what the general scale of ex-
penses for the administration of justice
should be in the Province, and to decide
whether, upon the wheole, there. are
reasonable grounds for the addition pro-
posed. At the same time, I cordially
concur in some part of the remarks which
were made, as I see by the report, by the
hon. gentleman who leads the Govern-
ment, and by the leader of the Govern-
ment in the Senate last Session. I quite
agree that, as a general rule, unless there
are good reasons the other way, great
weight ought to be attached to a proposi-
tion deliberately made by a Provincial
Legislature. But this subject is one of

the judicial requirements of that Province | peculiar significance. It has been pointed
in the ordinary administration of justice  out before, and I repeat, that the exvenses
than this House could possibly be. I |for the administration of justice in British
therefore move the resolutions. | Columbia are, relatively to its population,

Mz. BLAKE : T think we ought to enormous and utterly disproportionate to
consider the subject a little more fully | those of any other Province ; and I say
before coming to the conclusion proposed | that, even when due regard is had to the
by the hon. gentleman. The question ! circumstances that areduction in numbers
was before the House last Session, and | does not proportionately reduce the cost,
also before the other branch of the Legis- ; and that the area of British Columbia is
latuve, and it received a long discussion | large, and the difficuity of access to some
in both branches. I suppose the hon. | portions of that Province are great, never-
gentleman has perused the report of the | theless, all saidand dome, itisa most
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serious thing that the expense we are | hon. gentleman then helding the office of
«<alled upon to provide in British Colum- | Minister of Justice, and now leading the
bia, for a judicial staff for a population | Government, and who thought that ter-
of between 10,000 and 15,000 whites rible consequences would ensue if there
approximates nearly to that for the E were only two Judges in any Province,
judicial staffs in the Maritime Provinces, | an additional Judge was given to British
in each of which there is relatively an | Columbia, and also to Manitoba, so that

infinitely larger population.

comparison of cost the hon. gentleman :

has made, if it were indeed a fair com- .
! tion, though at an increased cost.

parison, would entirely break the force
of what I have just been saying, because
the hon. gentleman contends that the
“true result of -this - change will -be,
to effect a considerable saving. But
the process by which the hon. gentle-
man has reached that result is very pecu-
liar. It was conceded, last Session, that
there would be an increase in salary,
though it would be but a moderate increase

!

Now, the:in case of a division of opinion there

might be a decision. The staff, then, is
left at its original point as at Confedera-
Now,

I maintain, no strong reasons have been

of between $3,000 and $4,000, but the !

hon. gentleman, for the purposes of his

argument, and in order to produce this
" think the proposed measure, which is one

saving, has been pleased to raise the ghost

given toinduce us to agree to this change.

The hon. gentleman has alluded to the

difficulty arising from the extended area
of the Province. In the interior of the
Province, to which it is difficult to obtain
access, there are comparatively small
fluctuating and changing populations en-
gaged in mining industries, and it is, of
course, necessary thut there should be
some means of administering justice
amongst those people. But I do not

of the deceased Judge Bushby, who de- | partly of centralisation, because a fewer
parted this life five or six years ago, who

has never been replaced, and for a successor
for whom no need was found until it was
required in order to found an argument
before the Committee this afternoon. It
is not pretended, so far as I know, that
there will be any necessity for replacing
that County Court Judge supposing this
measure does not pass. It was during my
tenure of office that the subject first came
under consideration. I was not able to
advise Parliament that a case had been
made out for the replacement of that Judge.
It appeared to me, from the best consider-
ation I conld give the subject, that there
was Lo occasion for it, and that view was
adopted ; and, although during one or two
years a vote was asked, it was only asked
conditionally,in case it should be necessary
to replace the Judge, but he never was re-
placed. In the comparison that the hon.
gentleman has made, I desire to introduce
another element which I think is only
reasonable. While it is to be admitted
that, in reference to County Court Judges,
there has been a diminution in salaries,
th ugh not in travelling expenses, owing
to the death of this Judge, it is to be re-
membered that, upon the occasion of
‘Confederation, there was an addition
to the Supreme Court. That was
composed of two Judges, but upon the
suggestinn, if T remembar rightly, of the

M=e. Brakr.

number of Judges is proposed, is ca'cu-
lated to grapple with the diffieulty. I
thick that to have Judges of an inferior
grade who can travel cheaper, and who
will reside nearer the centres of action,
will be found to be more satisfactory to
the people, and more economical to the
country. I think that the three Supreme
Court Judges and the five County Court
Judges are, if properly placed, adequate,
notwithstanding the distanves which they
are obliged to travel, efficiently to admin-
ister justice in British Columbia. The
relatively small increase—for I admit that
the increase is relatively small—will not
he productive of imcreased efficiency.
You are pensioning five Judges who have
administered such justice as is required
satisfactorily in the remoter parts of that
community in the smaller classes of cases;
you are replacing these tive with two new
ones, and I do not believe this will give
equal satisfaction, on the contrary, you
will soon be called on for more Judgss.
It may be considered rather impertinent
for a member of this House to be setting
up his wisdom against that of the Legis-
latare of British Columbia, but I am not
speaking on my own judgment alone,
though I gave the general question much
consideration when in office ; I am stating
very shortly the view that was unani-
mously taken by the representatives of
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British Columbia in the other branch of
Parliament. The Hon. Senator Cornwall,
and two other gentlemen from British
Columbia, discussed this question there,
and they pointed out that the proposed
changes would not give equal satisfaction
to the present system, that there would
be greater difficulty than now in getting
justice administered expeditiously, and
they insinuated what I, for one, should
never have dared to insinuate, that the
object of this Bill, which was based upon
a request of the Legislature of British
Columbia, was to make two places which
must be necessarily filled by Provincisl
politicians. Such was the view which
was taken by the representatives of that
Province in the Senate, of the objects and
motives which had inspired that legisla-
tion. 'With reference to the tra-
velling  expenses, - they have been
cut down. I found, when in office,
that a course had been adopted
which I thought peculiar. First of all,
according to the old system, the Judges,
had been paid travelling allowances, which
covered all their travelling expenses. and
a per diem allowance besides. But, shortly
after the accession to office of a learned
Judge, appointed by the hon. gentleman
upposite, it was suggested that the Judges,
as in the older Provinces, should receive
a fixed circuit allowance of $100, but not
as in these Provinces in a substitutionary
sense. The arrangement was that they
should be paid the old travelling expenses
and allowance, and that they should re-
ceive, in addition, that which represented
the travelling expenses in the older Prov-
inces. By that process the expenses, al-
ways too large, wereconsiderably increased,
Another example of the same mischief to
which T have referred, as flowing from the
creation by one Legislature of expenses to
be provided by another Legislature, was
in reference to the circuits ordered by the
Local body. We found an Act of the
Legislature ordering a cireuit in a remote
part of the country the travelling expenses
of which, judging from experience, would
reach $2,500, and on which there would be
perhapsone, perhaps no case tried. 'We re-
sisted as far as we could such legislation as
that,_and indicated in very clear language
that it was impossible that the administra-
tion of justice should be conducted ¢n such
an expensive scale. I mention thése things
1n order to show how it happens that the
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travelling expenses of 1878 were so much
less than they had been in former years,
and why it is that we are not to expect
that it will continuve so low if we reduce
the number of Judges, and consequently
increase the amount of travelling they will
have to do. Believing that this measure
is not in the true interests of the people
of British Columbia, er of Canada ; and
agreeing with the observations made by
the representatives from that Province
in the other branch of the Legislature,
having formed the opinion that the
supposed increased expenditure will not
really represent the measure of thein-
crease, both by reasen ofthe amount of
travelling expenses,und because we will
presently be called on to appoint men to
till the places of those whom we are dis-
placing to-day, I have thought it right
to make this statement to the House. |
do not propose personally to ask the
House to divide at this stage of the reso-
lutions, but I did not think it was fit that
they should pass through Committee
without reference to the considerations
which were cogent enough io induce the
other House last year to reject this Bill
and, in my opinion, are sufliciently cogent
to require us to pause before we pass
it this year.

Mr. ANGLIN: 1 was one of those
who last year opposed this measure, be-
cause I could not see, nor could I be satis-
fied by any arguments produced on the
other side, that this increase in the
Judiciary was necessary to  British
Columbia. I was rather inclined to regard
with suspicion the theory then pro-
pounded, that, because the Local Legisla-
ture chose to provide for an increase in
the Judiciary, we must supplement their
action in this House. The older members
of this Heuse must recollect that, when
the Union with British Columbia took
place, there was some discussion with re-
gard to a number of gentlemen then
known, I believe, as Police Magistrates,
It was shown then that it would be better
to retain those gentlemen in the positions
they occupied, although it was said some
of them were not lawyers at all, than to
pension them off, as was provided for by
the Resolutions of Union. It is now pro-
posed to have two additional Supreme
Court Judges. If it is necessary to have
five Judges now, because of the extent of
territory, it will be found difficult by-and-
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bye to have those duties discharged by
means of only two additional Judges. The
territory is a very extensive one, and
Tequires a larger number of Judges, in
‘proportion to its population, than any of
the older Provinces. My impression last
vear was, and it is the same this year,
that the present staff, in that Province,
should be amply sufficient for all the work
it is possible they may be called upon to
do. * Last year I spoke of the extraordi-
nary amount which was paid to Judges
in that Province for travelling expenses,
and, without having consulted the books,
I ventured to say that they wereabout as
large as the salaries. That was then
laughed at on the other side of the House,
as entirely unwarranted by the facts, but
1 think the statement read this afternoon
by the hon. the Minister of Justice, proves
that I was nearly correct. A few years
ago those charges amounted to a great
many thousand dollars every vear. How
they have been reduced in these later
years, whether it is that the Judges for-
merly overcharged, or made journeys en-

tirely unnecessary, or whether it is that ;

the amount of work in the Province has
been reduced, and, therefore, that they
are no longer called upon to hold Courts
so frequently in the remote districts, asin
former times, we are left entirely to con-
jecture. Now, I do not believe that
undey the provisions of this Bill any sav-
ing will e effected. The Judges to be
superseded will descend into private life,
upon large retiring allowances. They are
a number of gentlemen, who, for some
vears past, have been rendering services
of more or less value, and you are endeav-
ouring to supply their places by appoint.
ing a number of Supreme Court Judges,
who will have to discharge in that coun-
try, not only such duties as the Judges of
that rank perform in the other Provinces,
but also, to some extent, the duties of
Police Magistrates. 1 do not know why
we shonld provide for the performance of
the duties of Police DMagistrates in that
Province, any more than in any other
Province of the Dominion. The other
Provinces are required to provide the
salaries for Police Magistrates. I believe,
by and by, the Judges will themselves
desire to be relieved of the discharge of
those duties, and that a measure will be
brought into this Parliument for that pur-
Mg, ANGLIN,
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Mz. DECOSMOS : Will the hon. mem-
ber for Gloucester (Mr. Anglin) explain
what the police duties may be, that the
Judges may have to perform ?

Mgr. ANGLIN: I understand that
those were Police Magistrates who tried
ordinary cases of crime, such as theft,
assault and battery, and the use of abusive
language, if that is a criminal offence in
British Columbia, and prosecuted prelimi-
nary enquiries in cases of a more serious
character. These are merely the duties
performed by Police Magistrates in vari-
ous parts of the country. Whether these
Police Magistrates in British Columbia
have a right to try men charged with
higher offences, not capital, and guestions
affecting property, I am not prepared to
say. I haveno doubt the hon. gentleman
can enlighten us on this point. Of these
Police Magistrates some were not even
lawyers. Nevertheless they performed

 their duties to the general satisfaction of

the country, administering, I suppose,
a rough, even-handed justice. Itisasa
substitution for these gentleman that we
are asked to create additional Judges of
the Supreme Court. I do not think it is

; desirable that we should require the

Judges of that Court to discharge duties
of this kind. I donot believe that, if they
were called upon to discharge those duties,
they would be discharged very efficiently.
The argument that we are to save any
money by this proceeding, I think, has
been proved by the hon, member for West
Durham to be delusive. The Bill was
passed last year, notwithstanding some
opposition from this side of the House.
I presume the resolutions will now pass;
but, having opposed the scheme last year,
because I believed it uncalled for, I feel
it my duty to repeat briefly the objection
I then made.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD: I
acknowledge there is a great deal in the
arguments used by the hon. member for
West Durham, and by the hon. member
who has just spoken. But, as has been
sald before, it is very difficult indeed for
the Federal Parliament to decide, when a
wish is expressed by the Legislature
of any Province, thit it should be disre-
garded. The constitution, organisation
and maintenance of the Courts are left to
the Provincial Lerislatures. The costs
and responsibility for the ad@inistration
of justice, excepting the salaries of the
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Superior Court Judges, are thrown upon
the different Provinces, whose Govern-
ments are responsible for their peace and
good government. So that, when a Pro-
vincial Legislature passes an Act,declaring
that an additional number of Judges is re-
quired for the due administration of justice,
it is incurring a great responsibility for
the Federal Parliament and Government
to say: You do not want them; you can
administer justice and keep the peace of
the land withouv them, and therefore we
refuse to appoint them. As a general
rule, I think we may safely trust to the
discretion of the Provincial Legislatures
in this regard. They have their own
responsibility, and must know that, in
putting additional burdens on the Treasury
of the Dominion, they are increasing the
burdens of their own people.  Of course,
I quite understand the answer that will
be given is, that the immediate advantage
there of the salaries of the appointees will
overcome, perhaps, the reluctance of the
people in the Province, to pay their share
of the burden. '

AMr. BLAKE: Some of the Provinces
do not pay into, in the same proportion
as they receive from, the general Treas-
ury.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : That
may be; but I do not know that, every
time a question arises as to whether an ad-
ditional Judge should be appointed in any
Province, we can enter into the question
of the amount of its contributions to the
Treasury of the Dominion. I do not think
we ought to import that question into
this discussion.

Mr. BLAKE : T was not importing it
in that sense, but as giving an additional
reason why some Local Legislatures should
be more careful in regard to expenditures
of this kind. The right hon. gentleman
said the people of British Columbia, would
be putting their hands into their own
pockets ; but sometires people put them
into other people’s pockets.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: No
doubt such considerations should not be
overlooked. The burden of the adminis-
tration of justice is thrown on the Pro-
vincial Legislatures ; and” when such
powers are given them exclusively, we
having no right to interfere with their
powers, 1t is assuming a very great re-
sponsibility for us to say: Although you
declare certain Judges are wanted, and
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have passed an Act constituting a par-
ticular Court, we refuse you the means
required to carry that policy into
effect. I quite understand we are not
obliged to grant the salaries ; and, if it
wag proved to the consciousness of
the House that, beyond a doubt, the
Legislature of any Province had made
appointments xolely for the purpose of
creating new offices, and getting the ad-
vantage of them in the expenditure of the
salaries, we should be justified, on reason-
able evidence that that was the design of
the Legislature, in refusing to gratify that
wish and motive. But itis not suggested
here that that is the case. It is quite
true that the white population in British
Columbia is not very large as yet; but
there is a large Indian population, some
50,000 souls.

Mr. MILLS: About 30,000.

Sk JOHN A. MACDONALD : That
is also a disputed point ; but say 30,000

besides whites, They are scattered
over that “Sea of Mountains "—
I beg the pardon of the hon.

member for Vancouver for using that
expression—Iliving at isolated points, and
the administration must extend to them,
as well as to the white population. The
Indian criminal must be tried exactly in
the same way as the white. It is a
country of magnificent distances, and
therefore it may be necessary for the
Judges to make long and difficult journeys;
and I presume the Legislature of British
Columbia thought it was necessary to in-
crease the number of Saperior Court
Judges,and scatter them over that country,
for the purposa of more conveniently and
speedily bringing offenders go justice.
The hon. member for Gloucester thinks
that Superior Court Judges would not
efficiently perform their duty in small
cases. I do not think there is any fear of
that, but that they would performsmalland
great with equal zeal and efficiency. In
Manitoba, the Judges Lold small as well as
large Courts in the administration of
summary justice. The reason why the
Government has brought this proposal

- down again. is this: The Act is on the

Statute-book, and we think it is our
bounden duty, as there isno evidence that
the Legislature of British Columbia acted
through any improper motive, or any
other motive than duty to the Province,
in the organisation of Courts of Justice,
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not to refuse it, by saying they were al-
together mistaken,and thereupon refusing
the salaries required. I would have been
well pleased had that Legislature post-
poned this legislation. I might personally
think that, with the present number of
Superior Court and County Court Judges,
the demands of justice in that Province
might be fairly met; but Ido not know
that I have a right, in the absence of all
evidence that the Legislature was wrong,
to assume the responsibility ot saying that,
although in the exercise of its Constitu-
tional right it declared two additiondl
Judges were wanted, it should not be
granted the means for the payment of
their salaries.

Mg. MILLS: The right hon. gentle-
man has taken a somewhat different view
on this from that which he expressed on
another question lately. He- thinks the
House must assume that the British
Columbia Government acted properly,
unless it can be shown it acted impro-
perly in this matter ; I think the burden
of proof lies the other way. I think the
House is exercising an independent
power; it has undertaken to vote this
money, and when the hon. gentleman asks
us to provide for the payment of ad-
ditional Judges, on him devolves the re-
snonsibility of showing that additional
Judges are necessary. Certainly, when
County Courts were wanted in Nova
Scotia, he did not take exactly thesame
view as to the functions and duty of the
House in the appointment of Judges, and
in, providing for their salaries, as on the
present occasion. I remember that, then,
the friends of the hon. gentleman in the
other House rejected the proposal to
provide for the payment of the Judges in
a Court which the people of Nova Scotia
thought necessary for the due administra-
tion of justice. Before the House is
called upouto provide for the payment
of two additional Judges for a Province
containing less than 40,000 people, all
told—a population which, in Ontario, has
justice administered by a single Judge, in
nearly all civil cases—the hon gentleman
should prove conclusively to the House
that the Judges of the present Courts are
inadequate to the discharge of the duties
devolving upon them. Thathas not been
attempted. He should have called upon
theProvincial authorities for proof that the
Judges were overworked and needed help.

Sir JoaN A. MAcDONALD.
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There should have been no difficulty in
getting information to convince the
House that this provision is necessary.
But the right hon. gentleman said he,
himself, was not convinced, but was rather

inclined to think that the appointments are

not necessary, and that the only
protection which the country had, and
has against unnecessary demands is that
the. cost of such Courts would devolve ex-
clnsively upon the people of the Province.
He has not undertaken to show that the
appointment of these Judges would im-
pose any additional burdens on the peo-
ple of British Columbia or what amount
of the existing burdens in the administra-
tion of justice they bear in connection
with their Courts. All this would have
been useful and proper, and would have
enabled members to deal intelligently
with this question. The hon. gentleman
should give wus this information before
asking us to vote the money required.
He has been anxious, of late, to send
matters of this sort to Committees. It
seems to me, therefore, that the hon.
gentleman should appoint a Committee to
investigate this question and so obtain
the information necessary to enable the
House to arrive at an intelligent conclu-
sion on this proposition.

Mr. THOMPSON (Cariboo) : When
this subject came before the House last
year, I gave the reasons which I thought
justiied me in supporting the Bill. I
then stated that the County Court Judges,
to the best of my knowledge, had given
satisfaction—at least in the portions of
the country with which I am acquainted —
by their conduect, but that the general
opinion of the people of British Columbia
was in favour of the proposed change. 1
thought it my duty to support the Bill,
more especially as it would have the effect
of more expeditiously administering justice
throughout the country, at the same time
lessening its eXpense, as regards the de-
tention of prisoners before trial, and the
travelling expenses of Judges, constables
and witnesses. The long periods during
which prisoners have been detained,
awaiting trial, have proved a seri-
ous detriment to the Province, and
I think the House will agree with me
that this evil should be remedied. Prig-
oners have been kept from mnine to
twelve months in jail, awaiting trial, and
afterwards acquitted. Why were they
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detained so long? Simply to economise | ment, who made the duties of the Gold

the operations of the Supreme Court,
which was limited to the holding of one
circuit per annum, instead of two, in the
country parts. If an offence was com-
mitted in the month of November, prison-
ers accused thereof were obliged to be
in jail, sometimes fettered on account of
there not being officers to watch them, for
ten or eleven months, until the Chief
Justice, or one of the other Judges, came
around to hold the Court of Assize, and
this was done at the expense of the Pro-
vince. In one case five prisoners were
imprisoned for nearly a year, and at the
end of that time three of them were
acquitted. The hon. member for Glouces-
ter has made some statements, which inmy
opinion need correction. He has said,
for one thing, that County Court Judges,
whom it is now intended to supersede,
performed the duties of Magistrates. It
is true they did perform that duty before
Confederation, but since then they have
refused to perform such duties, in cases
where Justices of the Peace were within
a distance of a hundred miles, who could
be brought to adjudicate upon them. In
some cases it was impossible for the
County Court Judges to adjudicate upon
them. In cases of infringement of the
law prohibiting the sale of liquor to
Indians, an appeal is provided for from
two Justices of the Peace to a County
Court Judge. The County Court Judges
cannot, consequently, hear cases of that
sort. The hon. member for Gloucester
has also stated that the expenses of
travelling of our Judges are nearly equal
to their salaries. It is true, he stated
that he made that statement without
having looked into the matter closely, but
when he comes to make an assertion
of that kind he should first scrutinise the
Public Accounts, which show that, out of
$35,000 paid to our Judges only
$7,000 is charged to travelling ex-
penses. The member for West Durham
has laid great stress upon the argument
which was brought forward in the Senate
last year, that the County Court Judges
were acting as Indian Commissioners, as
Gold Commissioners, and as Police Magis-
trates. As I said before, they have abso-
lutely refused to attend to any of these
duties Wwith the exception of that of Gold
Commisioner, which was thrust upon them
aganst their will by the Local Govern-

Commissioners part of those of the Judges
of the County Court. Ithink,Sir,the House
will seethat thismeasure will greatly reduce
the expenditure of the Province in main-
taining prisoners, paying the expenses of
the witnesses, constables, etc. I objected
to the Bill last Session because no provision
was made, stating the particular localities
in which these new Judges should reside,
but an additional law having been passed
by the Legislature of British Columbia
defining those localities, I think that if
will be a benefit, not only to the Domin-
ion at large, but also to British Columbia,
if we accede to the request of the people
of that Province, and provide the salaries
which ave requisite for the payment of
the proposed new Judges.

Mr. BLAKE: The hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) has asked for mform-
ation from the hon. the Minister of
Justice. I am aware that arrangements
were made some years ago for obtaining
returns of the cases tried, and theamounts
involved in the British Columbia circuits.
T suppose the hon. gentleman will have
no objection to bring these returns down
before the second stage of the measure, so
that we may see what work is done by
these Judges. I have reason to believe
our position will be strengthened by these
papers.

Mg. McDONALD (Pictou): We shall
be very glad to bring down the informa-
tion the hon. gentleman desires.

Mgr. DeCOSMOS: Whenever this
question has come up before this House
—the making provision for improving the
judicial machinery of our Province—some
members have taken occasion to question
the propriety of it. This hasusually pro-
ceeded from certain hon. gentlemen on
the opposite side of the House. It might
be well, T take it,if certain hon. gentlemen
who are not acquainted with the judicial
system of British Columbia, would devote
a tew moments to the matter in order that
they might understand the judicial system
of our Province. In the first place, before
the creation of the colony of Vancouver
Island, Civil and Criminal cases were to
be tried before the Courts of Upper
Canads, under certain Acts passed in the
reigns of George th2 Third and George
the Fourth. When Vancouver Island
was created a Colony, an Imperial Act
was passed, making provision for the
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-administration of justice within it. Sub-
sequently, an Order in Council was
passed, creating a Supreme Court of
Civil Justiee in Vancouver Island;
and in connection with that Order a Court
of Inferior Jurisdiction was established,
which in some degree was like the County
Court systems of England. That system
continued from the year 1849, the date of
the organisation of the Colony, down to
1866. The present Chief Justice of
Trinidad was at one time Chief Justice of
Vancouver Island, and also administered
1o all cases in the Court of Inferior Juris-
diction. On the mainland of the Pro-
vince, however, in 1858, another Colony,
known as British Columbia, was created ;
and in that other Colony a Supreme Court
with Civil and Criminal jurisdiction was
established. Later the County Court
system of England was adopted with such
modifications as were necessary to make
it adaptable to the circumstances of the
new Province. The Supreme Court of
British Columbia on the mainland existed
for a long time afterwards. In 1866,
Vancouver Island and British Columbia
were united into one Colony bearing the
name of the latter.
Supreme Courts of the united Colonies
were merged into one. The County Courts
through the country have continued from

the time they were started down to the '

present moment. The necessity of chang-
ing the existing judicial machinery did
not grow, as the hon. member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake) intimated, out of the
desire to provide judgeships for two law-
yers in the Legislative Assembly. At
the time the Act for the better Adminis-
tration of Justice was passed, only one
lawyer Lield a seat in the Assembly, and
heisthe only onenow in that body. Hence
the statement of the hon. member for
‘West Durham that there were two law-
yers in the Provincial House is a mistake.
T believe also, in relation to one gentleman
in the Local Assembly, that he has no
wish ever to sit upon the Bench in British
Columbia. That sets at rest for once, and
I hope for ever and all time, the state-
‘ments made by the hon. member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake). The real object of
the members of the Law Society in British
‘Columbia, in asking for a change in the
judicial machinery was this: they wished
to see new machinery established in order
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the Province would have justice done them
promptly, cheaply, and in accordance with
the law. Itis their belief, and I speak
from personal knowledge and personal in-
tercourse with them, that the judicial
system in British Columbia does not secure
justice to the people in Civil cases. And
as far as Criminal eases are concerned,
they maintain that there is great delay
in the administration of  justice.
But there is no wish that the Provincial
Government should impose undue burdens
on the Dominion Government. The hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
has said that one body may impose bur-
dens that another has to pay ; in other
words, that no Province shouid change the
constitution of its Courts, and entail in-
creased expense on the Dominion. There
is another side to this question, and it is
this : The Dominion, by refusing reciprocal
legislation, may entail heavy and inordi-
nate expente on a Proviuce, with the loss
of prompt and equal justice. Now, I ask
whether the Dominion Government—if it
refused to agree to the Act which is here
proposed as a corollary to the Better
Administration of Justice Act of
Columbia, and as a remedy for the evil of
prisoners lying a twelve-month in jail—
would not, by that means, be imposing
additional expense on the Province? 1
will cite a singular instance in illustration
of my argument, In Cariboo, a year or so
ago, there were four prisoners charged
with felony, and after remaining, so I am
informed, in jail twelve months, three of
them were acquitted as innocent men.
Whereas, if a Supreme Court Judge had
been located there, no sach evil could
have occurred. Another remarkable in-
stance of the evils of our present judicial
system arose recently.  Unfortunately,
late last autumn, a number of young men
in the southern section of British Colum-
bia committed several murders. Now,
what had the Provincial Government to
do in this matter? Tt had to send a posse
to capture these men; and, as there was
no Judge of Assize vuthm 350 miles of
the place where these men were captured,
these five or six young men had to be
conducted by a posse of guards all the
way down to New Westminster, which is
about 250 miles from the scene of the
murders. When you take into considera-
tion that, in the trials of these young men,

that litigants before the Courts through ! the witnesses have to be brought 250 miles

Mr. DeCosios.
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also, there will be a large additional ex-
pense. When the whole expense attend-
ant upon the capture, the pay of the guards,
the cost of transportation, the expenses
of witnesses, and charges at the trial shall
have been settled, then, in all probability,
Columbia will have to pay about $7,000
for the expenses of this single case glone.
Had the proposed judicial machinery
been in existence, there would have been
a Judge at Kamloops, and the expenses of
carrying these men to New Westminster,
and the other heavy expenses connected
with the trial would not have been ren-
dered necessary. They would have been
carried to the jail at Kamloops and speedy
justice would have teen done. One of
the sources of expense in British Colum-
bia, in connection with criminal justice,
is the Indian population. One year, I
recollect the expenses amounted to
some $70,000. The hon. member for
‘West Durham (Mr. Blake) has said that
the expenses of the administration of
justice in Columbia were, relatively,
enormous in proportion to the population,
as compared with the other Provinces.

The hon. member for West Dur-
ham is ‘always clamouring about
the small population of Columbia.

Allow me to state to this House that, if
Ontario, with its admitted population of
two millions, paid the same rate per
capita as the Province of British Colum-
bia does, the Dominion Treasury would
receive from Ontario $40,000,000 a year.
T ask, therefore, whether such languageas
that used by the hon. member can be re-
garded as becoming in him or as refleet-
ing honour on this country? But to re-
tarn to our judicial machinery. We re-
quire judicial machinery adapted to the
great extent of the Province. A few
years ago, I employed an engineer to esti-
mate its area in square miles, and he
made the Province contain 357,000 square
miles. Victoria is situated a little south
of the 49th parallel. On the 59th
parallel, we bave a settlement composed
of miners and traders and some County
Court machinery, and that is 10 degrees,
or about 700 miles nearly, north of Vie-
toria, without considering the sinuosities
of the route. that makes the travelled
route about 1,100 miles. We have a
mining settlement there that is paying a
very considerable sum directly or indirect-
ly into the Treasury of this Dominion.
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Now, is it a supposable case that two or
three Justices living in Victoria can
attend to the Civil and Criminal
duties of such a remote portion
of the Province as that! It would
be something like Judges located at Sarnia,
discharging their ordinary civil and crim-
inal duties at Cape Breton, without sueh
rap’d facilities of transportation. And this
has to be done where there is no railway
by which they can approach that cettle-
ment. Take again the case of Cariboo:
There is no railway conneeting Cariboo
with Victoria, from which it is distant
some 600 miles. Is it to be supposed
that a Judge in Victoria could attend to
the legal business in Cariboo? or that
annual circuits is all that is required?
Then there is Kootenay at the extreme
south-eastern boundary, 600 miles away
in another direction. We might just as
well take the Judges from Ottawa
here to hold Court at Fort William,
a3 to require them to go from
Victoria to that remote settlement.
We now come to the question of expense.
I am one of those who believe that ex-
pense ought not to be regarded as the
chief point. I believe that the securing of
the proper administration of justice in the
Province is the main point. Istate frankly
that I helieve that it will cost more to
pay for the new machinery thanit does
for that now existing. The increased
cost, however, will notin my judgment
exceed a few thousand dollars, if the
Government employ the five Stipendiary
Magistrates, who act as County Court
Judges, in other branches of public ser-
vices. I can scarcely imagine how the
Government overlooked, in the appoint-
ment last year of a gentleman to the
North-West as Indian Commissioner,
the pressing necessity of providing employ-
ment for Stipendiary Magistrates so as to
make pensions unnecessary. The Gov-
ernment knew that a change must shortly
take place in the Province, and here wasan
appointment that might have been filled by
one of the Magistrates whohad had a large
experience in governing Indians. 'Mr.
O'Rielly, one of the Stipendiary Magis-
trates, has been 20 years in the public

gervice of the ceuntry and his large ex-
perience in the administration of the law

i renders him a more suitabls person tosend
[ to the
, duties

North-West to discharge the
of that office than a member
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of this House. In that case, a pension
might have been saved. Then, there is
Mr. Ball, another Stipendiary Magistrate
who would have been a suitable person to
fill the office to which Mr. Trutch has
been appointed, so far as it may be con-
nected with Dominion lands in Columbia.
If such were done, another pension might
be saved. There are three others who
might be provided for in connection with
the Indian Department of the Province or
elsewhere. If such were the policy of the
Government, the increased expense of the
proposed machinery would be very small.
The hon. member for Gloucester alluded
to the Judges doing poiice duty., I
believe, however, the hon. member for
Cariboo (Mr. Thompson) has satisfied the
hon. gentleman’s qualms of conscience on
that point. I have only to state that
the prevailing feeling, I believe, in the
Province is largely in favour of the pro-
posed changein the judicial system. There
may be those who honestly entertain
a different view, but the prevailing feel-
ing in the [Province is that we
must have a change. I trust there
will be no failure in connection with this
measure when it is sent to the Upper
House. The hon. member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake) laid great stress on
the speeches of three hon. gentlemen in
the Upper House. Now, with respect to
one of those gentlemen, it is alleged that
he preferred a County Court judgeship
to his seat in the Senate, and that that
may have influenced, in some measure,
his opposition to the Bill last Session.
From the high character of that hon.
gentleman, one might conclude that his
opposition to the Bill last Session may be
attributable to his unbiassed belief thata
change in our judicial machinery was un-
desirable. Another hon. gentleman in
that body may have, from a personal feel-
ing in favour of the present Justices, op-
posed the Bill.  Of the third Senator, it
is uunecessary now to enquire why he
opposed the measure. I hope that this
House will see that the Bill is pushed
through, and that the Government
will see that competent lawyers are sent
to the Province of Columbia, or, what [
would prefer, that some of our own Bsr
be taken to fill the twe seats on the
Supreme Court Bench. But, if otherwise,
let them be lawyers of the highest legal
training.
Mg, DEeCosmos.
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Mr. BUNSTER : This is one of the
most important meoasures, in so far as
British Colnmbia is concerned, that has
come before this House, always excepting
that for the construction of the Pacific
Railway ; and I will try to disabuse the
impression with regard to it tried to
be made on this House by the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake).
The cause of the hon. gentleman’s op-
position to the Bill is as plain to me as A B
C. When he looks at the Treasury
Benches, and sees who now sit there,
he knows very well that he has no chance
himgelf to be one of the new Judges
hence his disgust and opposition. Do you
suppose that we would have him as one
of our Judges? No, Mr. Chairman;
and I hope that the Government
of the day will never cause British
Columbia to suffer nnder such an infliction.
We do not want men of his calibre.
Under the new system there are to
be two additional Judges at a small
salary of $4,000 each; and, if we take
into consideration the saving of expense
on the existing system we shall find that
the actual facts and figures will show a
saving of $2,245 in favour of the proposed
change. These facts and figures cannot
be disputed. And then take into con-
sideration the injustice done to our citizens
for want of a properJudiciary, particularly
at Nanaimo and in remote districts. Not
many years ago ariot was reported to have
taken place in one of the mining districts,
but it appears that no riot had taken
place at all, the miners had made no
threats, nor had they assumed a riotous
character ; however the incapable Magis-
trate-——a Mr. Spalding-- actually wrote a
demand for a man-of-war to come to his
assistance. The miners who were said
to have been rioting never disobeyed
the officers of the law, but one of them
that had asick child in the house asked for
further time, so as not to take his child
and the mother out into the streets,which
was refused, and they were dragged
down like slaves to Victoria, and, if they
had not had respectable men to bail them
out, they would have been consigned to a
dungeon. Do you call that human? Is
that justice? I think not. The sooner
we have a change the better; we have
wanted & change for years, and at last the
Government has given us a hearing, not-
withstanding the opposition of the hon.
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member for West Durham. The hon.
member for Gloucester (Mr. Anglin) spoke
of British Columbia in an abusive way.

An Hox. MEMBER : No, no.

Mr. BUNSTER: I have so got it
down in my notes. He said very dis-
tinetly that we were in the habit of using
strong language. I claim that, notwith-
standing constant annoyance and irrita-
tion, the people of British Columbia do
not use abusive language—they have been
very mild.

MR. ANGLIN : The hon. gentleman
has misunderstood me entirely. In
enumerating the offences coming under
the jurisdiction of the Police Magistrate,
T spoke of abusive language, and I added
«4f abusive language is criminal in British
Columbia.” I did not say that anyone
from British Columbia was abusive in
this House or anywhere else.

Mg. BUNSTER : Oh, well, that ig a
different thing. I wish I could only find
language to put this case properly ; but,
as I feel it will be done best by the
present Government, I leave it in their
hands. It has been said that gentlemen
in our T.ocal Legislature are anxious to be
made Judges. All I can say is that the
gentlemen connected with our Local
Legislature  have all been  highly
‘honourable men. 1 may say that,
if our citizens had not been peace-
able, the ignorance of our Judges.
might have caused bloodshed. There is
therefore all the more reason for a change.
The hon. the Minister of Justice, however,
has taken hold of (this matter in the
right spirit, and I shall be perfectly satis-
fied with the result.

M=z BOULTBEE : Irise with some
little reluctance ; but I think that the
remarks of the hon. membter for Van-
couver (Mr. Bunster) should scarcely
have a place in this House, unless we
consider that he comes from that far-off
land in the west, where thoughts break
ou’ in language more plain than polite. 1
think that the Lon. gentleman should
scarcely have attributed the oppo-
sition and remarks of the hon. member
for West Durham (Mr. Blake) to disap-
pointed ambition, and I scarcely think
that the remarks of the hon. member for
Vancouver were founded on truth, for I
believe that, if the hon. member for West
Durham were desirous of being appointed,
“the present Government would appoint
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him. Although the Government would
be sorry to lose the benefit ot his legal
knowledge and general ability here, yet it
is possible that he might have the ap-
pointment, if he wishes to be appointed a
Judge in British Columbia, and, 1 might
say, to less able men it might be an object
to be made a Judge in that land. Per.
haps it would be an object of ambition to
many a member of the Bar to be madea
Judge in British Columbia, especially
when their enlarged views as to mileage
in that Province are considered. I
may say that, perhaps, in consider-
ing the position of British Colum-
bia, members of the Opposition have
treated the question too much in a pecu-
niary light. If British Columbia is to be
a respectable and important part of the
Confederation, there is nothing more im-
portant than to previde her with an effi-
cient Judiciary. British Columbia,
though small in population, is an impor-
tant portion of this Confederation, and it
is not well, when her interests come up
for discussion in this House, that we
should deprecate the amount of money to
be spent on her, because her population is
small. We cannot expect to see her

_population increase and become more

intelligent, wealthy and great, and thus
more and more influential as a part of
this Confederation, unless we afford them
proper means for the due execution of the
laws.

1. Resolved, That whereas, by an Act
passed by the Legislative Asssmbly of the
Province of British Columbia, in the year 1878,
and known as the Better Administration of
Justice Act, 1878, provision is made for the
appointment of two Judges of the Supreme
Court of British Columbia in addition to the
number of Judges now authorized to be
appointed to that Court, it is expedient to
make provision for the salaries of such addi-
tional Judges.

2. Resolved, That the salary of each of the
said two additional Judges of the Supreme
Court of British Columbias shall be £4,000,
payable out of any moneys forming part of the
Consolidated Revenue Fund of Canada.— (/7.
McDonald, Pictou.)

Resolutions ordered to be reported.
House resumed.

(In the House.)
Resolutions reported.

RELIEF OF THE DISTRESS IN IRELAND,

VOTE O¥ CREDIT.

House resolved itself into Committee, to take
into censideration the gracious Message of His
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Excellency the Governor-General on the subject
of the relief of the distress in Ireland.

(In the Committee.)

Siz JOHN A. MACDONALD: After
the discussion which took place on the Ad-
dress, I do not think it necessary to oc-
cupy the Committee with many remarks.
We all know, and we are sorry to know,
that our fellow-countrymen in Ireland
are suffering great distress, and, in the
language of His Excellency, weought to
show our sympathy with them on account
of that distress, by contributing towards
its relief. In submitting this matter to
Parliament, and this Committee, the Gov-
ernment had to consider in thefirst place
thesum which ought to be contributed, and,
after due consideration, $100,000, it was
thought, would be a substantial evidence
of our sympathy and at the same time not
unduly press upon our own people or in
any way obstruct or diminish the private
charity which is happily going on through-
out the Dominion. If we gave a much
larger sum, the charity of private persons
miglt be stopped, for they might very
reasonably say that the Government of the
Dominionhad given sufficient withoutany-
thing being necessary from themselves. I
move—and I would ask the hon. member
for Lambton to second the motion—that
there be granted to Her Majesty $100,000,
to enable her to aid, to thut extent, inthe
relief of the distress under which so many
of Her Majesty’s subjects in Ireland are
now suifering.

Mz. MACKENZIE : Before seconding
the resolution, I desire to ask the hon.
gentleman in what way the money is to be
applied ?

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD: I
would state that the intention of the Gov-
ernment ic to do as we did with regard to
our contribution in 1854, to relieve the
wounded in the Crimean War : that is, to
transmit the money to the hon. the Secre-
tary of State for the Colonies, to be ap-
plied by Her Majesty’s Imperial Govern-
ment for the purpose for which it was
voted.

Mr. ANGLIN : I was led, by the lan-
guage of the Speech, to expect that a
larger amount than this woeuld have been
voted for the relief of Ireland by this
Parliament. We are asked to give, not
out of our poverty, but out of our ahund-
ance, for thke relief of people, hundreds of

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD,
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thousands of whom have, for many weeks,
been on the very verge of starvation, and
who are to-day suflering from the want of
food. It was to be the gift of a great
nation, stretching from the Atlantic to the
Puacific, to another nation forming part of
the same Empire, whose people are the kith
and kin of a large number of the people of
this Dominion, and for whom we feel all
the sympathy we possibly could feel for a
kindred suffering people. I had hoped
that the amount mentioned by the hon.

member for Leeds (Mr. Jones) of £50,000
sterling—would possibly have been the

amount proposed by the Government—an
amount not too great for this Dominion
to subscribe, and not too large for such a
purpose ; scarcely commensurate, indeed,

with the extent of the distress which it is
intended to relieve. The amount now
proposed is handsome enough in itsslf but
it is small for so great a country, being
only two and a half cents per head of
the population of Canada. I did not
rise to complain of the amount; it
would be ungratious to complain of it.

As one who, though a Canadian, still re-
gards himself as an Irishman, it would be
ungrateful to complain of any gift that is
graciously offered, under the circum-
stances, to the sufferers in Iveland. It is
a handsome gift and it is intended to
be, no doubt, a generous gift. But more
even for the sake of Canada itself, than
for the sake ot the suffering in Ireland, I
regret the amount is not larger. I would
like it to be an amount of which I could
boast, and to which 1 vould point as an
evidence not ofthe mere kindlyfeeling, but
of generosity and noble munificence of the
people of Canada, as represented in this
Parliament. With regard to the proposed
mode of disposing of this amount, perhaps
it is scarcely to be objected to. The
Government perhaps think that the only
course open to them is to send the amount
to Her Majesty’s Secretary of State. I
must, however, express my own regret
that the right hon. the Premier did
not see his way to send this amount, say
to the Mansion House Committee in the
city of Dublin. Thore are jealousies,

there are suspicions, there are some doubts
expressed as to the mode and manner in

which funds already subscribed to.
various committees in Ireland have been
distributed. I do not pretend to say that
there is any foundation in fact for any of
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these doubts, but I think it would have
rendered this contribution all the more
acceptable, and have shown more consider-
ation for the feelings and wishes of the
people, if we had resolved to send the sub-
seription to the body which possesses the
entire confidence of a very large number
of the people of that country, composed
as it is of some of the first men in Ireland.
Untortunately the British Govern-
ment has not shown much alacrity in
dealing with this terrible famine ;
they lLave mnot shown, at all events,
any very great eagerness to save the
people from hunger and from death. They
talked of undertaking some public works.
They have talked of making other provi-
sions which by and-bye may relieve some
thousands of people, but months have
passed away siuce it {irst became known
that the people were starving to death,
and up to this day I doubt if one thou-
sand, at all events if ten thousand, of all
the suifering people have received the
slightest relief, because of anyaction taken
by the DBritish Government. Misunder-
standing as to the state of the facts in the
first instance stood in the way, and also
an unwillingness to admit even to them-
selves the horrible fact that large numbers
of people were dying of hunger in a
country so near that the cries of the
famine-stricken. must almost reach the
Throne. When the existence of wide-
spread famine too large to be denied
covered the land, the trammels of ved tape
caused delay.  Whatever the reasons
were, we know that the people of
Ireland, and Irvishmen everywhere
throughout the world, are complaining to-
day, because the British Government
have not shown the promptitude in deal-
ing with this terrible afiiction which it
was their duty to exhibit, They have
been slow and remiss. It is for this
reason, amongst others, that I regret to
find the right hon. gentleman has thought
it his duty to follow what is perhaps
strictly the official course in this matter,
and to transmit this sum to the Secretary
of State for the Colonies. But I may
venture to suggest, perhaps without im-
propriety, that it should be accompanied,
at all events, by the suggestion that it
should be paid over at once to the Man-
sion House Committce, which has the
machinery now actually in existence for
the purpose of distributing relief, and
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with respeet to whose distribution of
contributions already made, there is, I
believe, no well founded cause of com-
plaint. As an JIrishman, I return my
thanks, on behalf of my suffering fellow
countrymen, to the gentlemen of other
nationalities in this House, for their
generosity and kind feeling. 1If the First
Minister had proposed a larger amount,
I am sure there would have been no
objection, and I believe he would have
given more satisfaction to the great

wajority of the members of thig
House, and the great majority
of the people of this country, but

for what is now proposed, I again offer
my heart-felt thanks, and the thanks of all
my fellow-countrymen.

Mr. WRIGHT: I think many mem-
bers of this House will join in the ex-
pressions of regret of the hon. member
for Gloucester (Mr. Anglin), that the
Government did not see its way clear to
give a larger sum in aid of our suffering
friends in Ireland ; but one must remem-
ber that we have a great many poor in
our own midst, and that in Canada gener-
ally, and in the larger cities especially,
there is a considerable amount of suffering.
I think, under the circumstances, the
Government have done a wise, graceful,
and generous act, which will be fully
appreciaterd by the Irish, and, indeed, by
all people throughout the length and
breadth of Canada. England’s great
dramatist tells us that ¢One touch of
nature makes the whole world kin,” and
the fact of there being starving people
anywhere would induce the Canadian
people to do their best to relieve that
suffering. But, when it comes to the
sufferings of a kindly and generous race
like the Irish, I think under the circum-
stances we should do the very best we
can to relieve them. I think the hon.
the Premier expressed the feelinggenerally
that perhaps the granting of a large sum
would prevent private contribution. It
possibly might have that result, butI
trust that, aside from this gift, the people
of Canada will manifest those generous in-
stincts which have distinguished them in
the past.

Resolved, That there be granted to Her
Ma jesty the sum of One hundred thousand
dollars, to enable her toaid to that extent, in
the relief of the distress under which so many
of Her Majesty’s subjects in Ireland are now
suffering.—(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
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Resolution ordered to be reported.
House resumed.

(In the House.)
Resolution reported, read the second
time, and agreed to.

Resolved, That ahumble Address be present-
ed to His Excellency the Governor-General, to
thank His Exeellency for his gracious Message
of the 17th instant, recommending to the con-
sideration of this House the propriety of grant-
ing $100,000 for the relief of the present great
distress in Ireland, and to informHis Excellency
that this House has passed a Resolution, grant-
ing to Her Majesty the sum of $100,000 for
such purpose ; and further to pray His Excel-
lency to cause the issue of the sum so granted
from the Consolidated Revenue Fund, and to
assure His Excellency that this House will
make good the same, —(S¢r Join A. Aacdonald.)

Mgr. BLAKE: I think there was a
good deal of force in the observations of
the hon. member for Gloucester (Mr.
Anglin), though I guite agree myself in
the course the Government propcses to
take as to the channel through which this
fund shouldbe forwarded ; but it appears to
me that, having regard to the purpose
which animates us, it would be well that
it should be indicated in the communi-
cation in some way, that, while wesend
it through the Secretary of State, the de-
sign is that it should be intrusted for dis-
tribution to such persons as they
think proper, to aid in  those
efforts which are being made in
Ireland. We know the Imperial
Government is taking certain measures of
its own which,in their nature, cannot pro-
duce results so rapidly as this contribution
may, if promptly used, and, if the circum-
stances of the case require that it should
be immediately used, I hope the intention
I have indicated will be made clearly to
appear ; and that our contribution will
not be made part of any scheme for in-
direct relief propounded by the Imperial
Government.

Sik JOHN A. MACDONALD : I
quite agree with the remarks of the hon.
gentleman, and it is the intention of the
Government, having obtained the sanc-
tion of this House, to use the cable im-
mediately for the purpose of informing
Her Majesty of this grant, and requesting
that it should be applied for the im-
mediate relief of the poor in Ireland,
The Government had thought of the sug-
gestion of the hon. member for Glouces-
ter, that we should indicate the fund.

MR. BLAKE.
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We think it is better that we should not
indicate the fund. There areseveral funds,
and there are some jealousies, and we have
no means of judging as to the justice
or injustice of those jealousies, but we are
quite satisfied Her Majesty will apply this
money as requested, to carry out the ex-
pressed wish of the Parliament of Canada,
that the money be applied for the imme-
diate reliet of the poor in Ireland. Itis
the intention of the Government to ask
the Upper House to join in this matter.

Address read the second time and agreed
to. (To bLe presented by Privy Coun-
cillors.)

It being Six o’clock, the Speaker left the
chair.

After Recess.
THE CENSUS.

QUESTION.

Mr. FARROW enquired, Whether it
is the intention of the Government to
take the Census this year ; if so, at what
time of the year.

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : The pro-
vision of the Act is that a Census shall be
taken in 1881 ; it will not, therefore, be
taken this year.

HARBOUR OF REFUGE, TWO CREEKS,
KENT, ONT.

MOTION FOR RETURN.

Mr. STEPHENSON moved for an
Order of the House for a return of copies
of all official reports and plans of surveys
made under the authority of the Canadian
Government, relating to the improvement
of the outlet of Two Creeks, in the
county of Kent, Ont., and the construc-
tion of a harbour of refuge for vessels at
that point. He said: A number of years
ago, a project was started for the purpose
of constructing a ship canal across the
peninsula, from Lake St. Clair to some
point on Lake Erie, at or near the mouth
of what 1s known as Two Creeks, near the
boundary line between the counties of
Kent and Essex. This project has now
been revived, but on a smaller scale. Itis
contemplated by the present plan to
construct a ship canal from the waters
of Lake St. Clair, commencing at or
near the mouth of the River Thames,
and! continuing across the townships
of Tilbury East and Romney, to
Lake Erie, to the locality already men-
tioned. The plans of the old surveys
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made of Two Creeks Harbour, being in the
possession of the Government, it is deemed
requisite, in the interests of the promoters
of this new project, that they should be
produced, and I, therefore, move for these
reports, plans and notes, of all Govern-
ment surveys made, and now in the Gov-
ernment’s possession.
Motion agreed to.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND—CLAIM ON
FISHERY AWARD.

Mr. BRECKEN moved for an Address
to His Excellency the Governor-Goneral,
for copies of all papers and correspond-
ence between the Government of Prince
Edward Island and the Dominion Gov-
ernment, from the 24th of March, 1879,
1o the present date, relative to the claims
of Prince Edward Island to a portion of
the Fishery Award. He said: I am
aware that a delegation from the Govern-
ment of Prince Edward Island waited
upon the Dominion Cabinet, duaring
Recess, on the subject of the Fishery
Award. I wish, at the commencement,
to draw the attention of the House to the
position that PrinceEdwa rd Island occu-
pies, in relation to this very important
question. To give this House some idea
of the value of the fisheries around the
coast of the Province that I come from, I
may state that the evidence taken before
the Commission at Halifax proved, and it
was admitted by Mr. Foster, the United
States Agent, and one of the leading coun-
sel before that Commission, and I here
quote his very words, “that the three
mile limit of the bend of Prince Edward
Island, and down by Margeree were the
two points to which almost all the evidenze
of inshore fishing in this case related.”
The mackerel constitute sixty per cent. of
the whole catch taken by the United
States fishermen in British waters ; their
great value must have contributed con-
siderably in arrivingat the amount of the
award in favour of Great Britain, I be-
lieve that from two-thirds te three-fourths
of the mackerel caught by American fisher-
men were taken around the eoast of Prince
Edward Island. T may further state that
the two principal sources of wealth now
left to us are agriculture and fisheries.
The Treaty of Washington was signed in
May, 1871. On the same day, Mr. Fish,
Secretary of State for the United States,
addressed to the British Minister at
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Washington a despatch in which, by di-
rection of the President, he proposed
% that as the Treaty could not come into
effect until after the legislation contem-
plated for its ratification should have taken
place, it seemed to him (Mr. Fish)
to be in accordance with the intervests of
the (Government of Great Britain
and the TUnited States, and in the
furtherance of the object and spirit of
the Treaty, that the citizens of the
United States should have the enjoyment
of the Treaty to fish within the three
mile limit,” Earl Ximberley, in his
despatch of 17th June, 1871, to the
Lieutenant-Governor of Prince Edward
Island, strongly urges upon the Govern-
ment of that Province that, for reasons
stated in his despatch of the same date to
Lord Lisgar, the application made by
My, Secretary Fish should be acceded to
by Prince Edward Island. The people of
that Province have always looked upon
the fisheries as of very great value; they
then believed that the principal market
for their agricultural produce and fish was
to be found in the United States. The
advantage of the American market was
sensibly felt and appreciated during the
continuance of the Reciprocity Treaty.
The fisheries of the Island are, perhaps,
for their extent, the most productive and
valuable in America, and are very much
frequented by American fishermen. We
have alwaye looked upon those fisheries
as of such value in the eyes of the
Americans that they would, in case of
negotiations, have gone far to bring about
another Reciprocity Treaty, or, at any
rate, such trade concessions as would
admit the produce of our farmers and
fishermen, duty free, into the United
States markets. The inhabitants of our
Island were very unwilling to yield up
such a rich mine of wealth without receiv-
ing a just and substantial equivalent
therefor. But the Government of the Is-
land, while feeling that a commercial
arrangement with the United States would
have been more acceptable than a money
compensation, and finding that the British
Commissioners at Washington failed to
induce the American Government to
change its policy, the people of the Island
being loyal and much attached to the in-
stitutions of their Mother Csuntry, in
deference to the strongly expressed wish

of Her Majesty’'s Government, recom-
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mended that the application msde through
Mr. Secretary Fish should be granted, so
that American fishermen might be al-
 lowed, during the year 1871, the pro-
visional use of the privileges they would
be entitled to enjoy after the ratification
of the Treaty. Our people were glad that
the prospect of an amicable settlement of
the disputes, which then unhappily existed
between England and the United States,
should be arrived at. They yielded, as I
have already said, to the request of Earl
Kimberley, Secretary of State for the
Colonies, and expressed their willingness
to accept any reasonable money compen-
sation in addition to the privileges sccured
by Treaty, but at the same time stated
that nothing of the kind had been guar-
anteed to them. The Customs officers of
the Island were, in July, 1871, instructed
to discontinue, for the season of that
year, and until further orders, the
observance of the Fishery Laws affecting
American fishermen. Subsequently, the
Treaty of Washington, so far as it
affected the Island, were ratified by Act
35 and 36 Victoria Cap. 3, passed in
June, 1872, which provided for the ad-
mission of fish and fish oil, the produce of
the fisheries of the United States, duty
free, into Prince KEdward Island. From
that date the Americans have secured the
right to fish within the three-mile limit
for the term of the Treaty. In making
the concession asked for by Mr. Fish the
Colonists, who were engaged in fishing
and were exporters to the United States,
sustained a loss. Since the abrogation of
the Reciprocity Tveaty, the duty on
Colonial caught mackerel was $2 per
barrel. I may here state that the macke-
rel fishery is the only one that Ameri-
cans take an interest in around our coast.
‘When Mr. Fish asked for Americans to
be allowed to fish within the three-mile
limit between the signing and ratification
of the Treaty, the American Government
promised to recommend to Congress that
the duty on fish and fish oil should be re-
mitted from July, 1871. After the con-
cewsion asked for had been made, and the
Anmericans had received the very profitable
advantage of fishing in common with our
fisherinen within the three-mile limit, and
when the refusal of the duty promised
was asked for,the President of the United
States declined to recommend to Congress
to make such refund, stating that the pro-
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pesal made through Mr. Fish contem-
plated the united action of all the British
Colonies, and that it would not be prac-
ticable to separate them, or carry into
effect for one what the President was
willing to recommend for all the
Colonies.  This refund of  duties
has never been made, although the Amer-
ican fishermen have reaped the profit from
their side of the bargain. Prince Edward
Island entered Confederation in 1873.
Had the Commission which sat at Hali-
fax been appointed and organised within
a reasonable time, we would have occu-
pied the same position as the Colony of
Newfoundland, and would have been
entitled to receive our share of the award,
upon the same basis as a mwillion of dollars
have been apportioned to that Province.
‘When we yielded to the request of Earl
Kimberley, we entertained the reasonable
expectation that we would have been
dealt with, as Newfoundland has been,
and I submit most strongly that the acci-
dental delay, which postponed the Fishery
Commission at Halifax, to the year 1878,
ought not to prejudice the claims of
Prince Edward Island, so evidently based
upon the principles of justice. Had that
award been made hefore we entered Con-
federation, no one would deny our right
to be considered in the same way as New-
foundland has been. I believe that the
richt hon. the leader of the Govern-
ment has a warm side for Prince
Edward Island, and that he will
not overlook our claim on account
of a technical objection, that, since we
have entered Confederation, the fisheries
have been a Dominion right. They are
practically and substantially a territorial
and Provincial interest. What, I would
ask, has the prosperous and wealthy Pro-
vince of Ontario, the great North-West
Territories, about whose illimitable and
undefined boundaries, we have heard
so much these last few days, what
have they in common &ith the fisheries of
the Maritime Provinces? The destruc-
tion of the fishing industry in no
way affects them, and here, I may
state, that the extravagantly des-
tructive wanner by which American
fishermen follow that occupation in
British waters, through the wuse of
nets and seines, has very much injured
and depressed fishing as an occupation in
the Maritime Provinces,and is fast render-
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ing it a profitless occupation for our own
fishermen. I have said that we have a
strong equitable claim for a share of the
Fishery Award, and one strong point I
urge is that, we are an island during five
winter months, we are cut off from all
trade communications with our more-
favoured Provinces of the mainland, and
completely deprived of participating in
the advantages of those great and costly
works, such as railways, locks and canals,
which are so necessary for developing the
resources of this Dominion of ours. We
Islanders do not allude to this subject in a
narrow or sectional feeling. We helieve
the great outlay for these cestly works is
absolutely necessary, and we cherish the
hope, in commeon with other parts of the
Dominion, that they will tend to build up
this country. At the same time the Gov-
ernment must not forget that, while we
bear our share of the cost, we directly
receive no equivalent. And even, during
the summer months, when communication
is open, the advantages to us, forming as
we do part of the selvage, are very im-
perceptibly felt. On that ground, I
strongly urge upon the Cabinet led by
my right hon. friend that we have strong
claims to have the application that I now
make favourable entertained. There is
one other subject to which I wish to
allude ; last Session a new trade policy
was inaugurated, known as the National
Policy. I have been a supporter of that
poliey, and have, as yet, seen ne reason to
change my opinion. I believe it was
necessary to build up the industries of
the country generally, and that already
good results are beginning to show them-
selves. In my humble opinion, it will be
well that this policy should have a fair
trial, and, under the control of our able
Finance Minister, we have reasonabls
grounds for expecting a revival of trade
and employment of the people. But,
while this is ail true with respect to the
mainland and those portions of the
Dominion that possess facilities for estab-
lishing manufactories, the National Policy
does r.ot directly benefit the little Province
- that sends me here. We have neither

Inines, nor minerals, nor a surplus popu-

lation, and, while well offand independent,

no great accumulation of capital, nor any

inducements to warrant the people to en-
. 82g¢ extensively in manufactures. In

making this application, I hope it wiil
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not merely result in bringing down the
correspondence between the Dominion
Government and the Government of
Prince Edward Island, but that the
Government will give this matter their
serious cunsideration, and make some
substantial recompense to the Island of
Prince Edward for the serious injury
which her fishing interests have sustained
by allowing foreigners to compete with
them in what has hitherto been a
valuable and paying business.

Mr. HACKETT: The motion before
the House is not altogether a new one; a
similar motion having a similar objeet in
view was discussed here during the last

‘Session, and such motions will be in-
troduced and discassed until Prince
Edward Island reccives justice in

this matter, or at ¢1l events until a de-
finite answer is given. When it became
known that the Imperial Government had
paid over to the Government of Canada
the amount of the award under the
‘Washington Treaty, the people of Prince
Edward Island presented their elaims to
a portion of this award. They did so
believing they had a just claim, from the
fact that, at the time this Treaty was
entered into, Prince Edward Island was
an independent Colony, having no connec-
tion whatever with the Dowinion of
Canada. They were called upon to ratify
this Treaty so far as the Island was con-
cerned, which they did at the urgent re-
quest of the Imperial Government who
were most desirous of having this Treaty
concluded with the United States as it
would remove sericus international com-
plications. The Government of the Island,
however, only consented to ratify the
Treaty on conditions and with the under-
standing that the Island would receive a
money compensation for the privileges
thus surrendered. They expressed
the opinion that, in the intevests of
the Island, they had hoped to be able to
obtain some trade concessions from the
United States in return for the fishery
privileges granted them, but, being an ex-
tremely loyal people, they did not want to
throw any obstacles in the way of a peace-
ful settlement betweenthe Mother Country
and the United States, and would wil-
lingly take an equivalent in cash. It will
thus be seen that the people of the Island
most reluctantly abandoned what was to
them a valuable privilege, and it would be
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great injustice to withhold from them a
portion of this money that has found its
way into the coffers of Canada, in conse-
quence of their giving up so dear a right.
1t is a well-known fact that this award
would not be so large had not the Island
been included in the provisions of the
Teeaty. It is admitted, by every practical
man, that the inshore mackerel fisheries
around the coasts of Prince Edward Island
are the most valuable of our Gulf fisheries.
Mr. Foster, the able American Counsel,
stated before the Halifax Commissioners,
when about closing the American case,
that the principal advantage received by
them, according to the evidence submitted,
was in fishing inside the three-mile limit
around the coast of Prince Edward Island.
What I want to discuss now is: were
these waters the property of Prince Ed-
ward Island before Confederation. On
this point,I do not think there can be two
opinions;it is a wellestablished fact that the
Imperial Government recognised the right
of the Colonies to the waters around their
-coasts. We see thisin the case of New-
foundland, which Colony has been paid a
large amount of this award. We also
know that, previous to Confederation, the
Island Government issued fishery licenses
to foreign vessels coming into the Island
waters to fish, and that the moneys aris-
ing from the sale of those licenses went
into the Island Treasury, showing clearly
that those waters were Colonial posses-
sions. The next point is: did the Island,
on going into Confederation, surrender
to the Federal Government, any claims
that she had to a portion of this award ?
I contend she did not; not one word
written or implied can be produced, hav-
ing reference to it. The Terms of Con-
federation are silent with regard to it,
and there is nothing to show that the
Island surrendered in anyway to the
Dominion of Canada rights which she
held by treaty before she became a part of
the Dominion. It must be apparent, then,
to every fair minded man that the Island’s
claim stands as good to-day as it would
if she had remained out of Confeder-
ation. The fact of her entering Confeder-
ation, previous to the award being made,

should not prejudice the claim. Had the,

sat and the award been
made as it shoald have been, before
she entered the Union, her share
would have been paid over without a

Me. HACKETT.
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word. I cannot see how the mere
accident of her since becoming a
member of this Confederation can operate
against her interests in conneciion with
this raatter. The payment of this money
to Prince Edward Island at the present
time, would be a great relief to her people.
For some years past, the revenue of the
Island from all sources has fallen much
below the expenditure, and the Govern-
ment have been compelled to resort to
direct taxation to meet the requirements
of the Province, and, as the people believe
they lLave an equitable claim to a
portion of this award, and that, like New-

foundland, they would  have re-
ceived a share of it, had they
remained  out of Confederation,
and should their "claim 'now mnot be

recognised and paid, it will have the
effect of rendering them very dissatisfied
and discontented, and I should not be
surprised to see them, like their compa-
triots in British Columbia, openly dis-
cussing cecession. The people of the
Island do not lock for their share of this
award; from any narrow or sectional
standpoint, they look for it believing it
to be their right on all principles of
equity and fair play, and I hope that our
friends from the older and larger Pro-
vinees will be honest and generous enough
to give us our rights in this matter. The
people of Prince Edward Island have
not been benefitted by the present system
of Protection to such an extent as the
other Provinces of this Dominion. Our
principal industries are fishing and farm-
ing ; we have no manufactures worthy of
the name, and it was not expected that
the National Policy would do as much for
us as it would for the larger Provinces,
with their large populatious, their exten-
sive manufacturing industries, und their
large undeveloped resources. Nevertheless,
the people of the Island supported the
policy, believing that it would benefit
the whole Dominion, that it was required
in the interests of the whole people. And
now, when we find that this policy is
realising our most sanguine expectations,
when we see confidence restored amongst
our enterprising business men, when we
see Canada enjoying a season of pros-
perity, we trust we are not asking for
anything unreasonable if we usk them to
give, out of this abundance, to small
Princs Edward Island, what properly and
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justly belongs to her—a share of this
Fishery Award.
Motion agreed ?o.

FRER ADMISSION OF COAL.

MOTION FOR STATEMENT.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne) moved
for an Order of the House for a detailed
statement of coal admitted free into the
Dominion, during the past year, for the
wse of steamers, steamtugs, esc., on the
lakes and rivers of Ontario and Quebec;
the persons to whom such privileges were
granted, the ports whers such entries
were made, and all correspondence and
Orders respecting the same.

Mgr. BOWELL: I observe that the
hon. gentleman has added the word ¢ free,”
which materially changes the motion.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne) : The
word was in the original manuseript. The
omission is the fault of the printer or
clerk.

Mr. BOWELL: I do not take any
objection to the change, | merely wish to
point out that there has been no coal ad-
mitted in the sense in which this resolu-
tion would indicate, thatis, free. There
has been coal admitted in a similar man-
ner to that in which it was admited some
years ago, in bond, for the use of steamers
plying trom one port in the United
States to another. The same concessions
have been made to Canadian steamers,
when plying between a Canadian and
foreign port, so that they should not be
under any disadvantage, as compared
with American steamers,

Mr. ANGLIN : T am surprised to hear
that the steamers should profit by being
deprived of the advantages of the Nation-
al Policy.

Mz BOWELL: Tam not at all surprised
that the hon. gentleman is ¢ surprised” at
thia. T shouldbevery much surprisedindeed
if any explanation given in reference to this
matter would satisfy him. The steamers
have not been deprived of any of the
advantages that would be derived from
the National Policy. It will be shown,
should a discussion grow out of this mat-
ter, that the Government has acted in the
interest of the trade of the country and
in accord with its policy, without injuring
any one, and at the same time aiding the
shipping interests of the country. The
Government has no objection to bring
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down the statement asked for in the
motion,} when it will be found that
the amount of coal admnitted free is
nil.

Mzr. MACKENZIE: My hon. friend
the member for Gloucester (Mr. Anglin)
made a mistake in saying that these
steamers were deprived of the advantages
of the National Policy; it is disadvantages
of the National Policy that they were
deprived of, inasmuch as they got their
coal free ; but the hon. the Minister of
Customs says it is a mistake that the coul
is allowed to come in without paying
duty, and that it was merely admitted
in  bond, until  some American,
and afterwards Canadian, steamers took it
for the purpose of coaling. He tells the
House that it was only done for Ameri-
can and Canadian steamers.

Mzr. BOWELL : I did not say only.
The hon. gentleman should not put words
in my mouth. I said American steamers,
and afterwards it was taken advantage of
by Canadian steamers.

Mg. MACKENZIE: Yes, exactly
what I said. The privilege was given
first to Amcrican steamers, then the ad-
rantage was extended to Canadian
steamers, and afterwards it was given to
all who chose to apply for it.

Mr. BOWELL : No.

Mr. MACKENZIE : Then there was
partiality shown, was there ; but we will
know when we get the papers down, who
he favoured in his magnanimity, but we
have the fact before us that a certain class
of Her Majesty's subjects, who could
afford to pay the duty, werce allowedto
get their coal in without paying duty,
whilst the poor people in this country
were compelled to pay the exactious of
this Government, and that is called w
paternal Government.

Motion agreed to.

MARITIME PROVINCES LOBSTER

FISHERY.
MOTION FOR RETURN.

Mzr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne) moved
for an Order of the House for a return of
copies of all petitions and correspondence
with the Department of Marine and
Fisheries, regarding the Crder in Council
regulating the prosecution of the Lobster
Fishery in the Maritime Provinces. He
said : This subjeet is one of considerable
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interest to a large section of the Maritime
Provinces. For my own part, I am quite
willing to assist the Government in any
regulation they may deem necessary for
the preservation of these fisheries. And
whilst the Government may have been
actuated by the desire to preserve

the lobster fisheries, by the Order
in Council passed last year, I do
not believe the persons who fur-
nished the information wupon which

that Order was passed were actuated by
any such patriotic motives. Speaking
more particularly for that section from
which I come, I may say that the Order in
Council hastily passed last year, was the
cause of much destitution in that part of
Nova Scotia. The matter is one of great
importance, and I trust the Government
will look upon it as such and do all in
their power to remove the evil com-
plained of.

Mgr. POPE (Queen’s, P. E. I.) : There
18 no objection to furnish the House, with
the petitions and correspondence which
have been received in reference to this
matter. The hon. gentleman seems to
think that this Order in Council, whieh was
passed last year, limiting the lobster fish-
ing to certain seasons, has been injurious.
All T ca say is, that if ever an Order in
Council was necessary to regulate our
fisheries an Order was necessary in this
case. We find that those engaged in
this fishery, who were most strongly op-
posed to the passage of this Order at the
time, have since changed their minds, and
have come to entertain the belief that, if
the lobster were a‘lowed to be taken all
the year round, in two or three
vears the value of that fishery would be
gone. The largest quantity of fish was
caught by Americans, and, if they were
allowed to fish, without being controlled
they wonld soon deprive the fishery of any
value. It is the duty of the Government
to protect the Fisheries, and not allow
them to be destioyed. Formerly, Orders
in Council were passed, and never
enforced, but we have endeavoured to have
them strictly adhered to as far aslay in our
power. If the Order in question is wrong,
it should be amended, but, at the same
time, a certain amount of protection was
required, and that amount should be
given. If there is any class of fishing,
who have reason to complain, it is those
within the Gulf, who are often prevented

Me. RoBERTSON,
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from fishing all the month of April, and
part of the month of May, owing to the
accumulation of ice. Those outside the
Gulf cannot so complain ; they have four
full monthe for fishing, every season, for
lobster.

Mz. ANGLIN : As arepresentative of
a county very largely interested in the
lobster fishery, I think it my duty to
say, in reference to the remarks of the
hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
that, as far as I am aware, the regulations
made from time to time with regard to
the lobster fisheries have, as far as I
know, been always duly enforced in that
county. There may be districts in which
they are not enforced, but I have mnever
heard that, in the county I represent,
the regulations were not enforced. The
question is one that is surrounded with
very great difficulty. Tam not, formy own
part, disposed to hold the Minister very
strictly responsible for anything more
than an honest endeavour to do what is best
and right in theinterests of this country. It
is exceedingly necessary todetermine what
are the best seasons in the different waters
oftheDominion. The hon.the Minister has
stated that, in the Gulf of St. Lawrence,
and more particularly in the Bay of Chal-
eurs, the ice remains until a late period.
After the ice disappear:, the water
remains so cold that the fish do
not come inshorve, and the’ fisheries are
not profitable if commenced in the early
part of the season.  Therefore, the per-
sons engaged there in fishing complain
that their season is unreasonably short ;
that it is impossible for those engaged in
catching or canning the fish to realise a
fair amount of profit within that period.
I think an application has been made
from my county, very recently, to the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, on this
point, and I trust he will give the appli-
cation his most serious attention. If the
hon. gentleman has not always, from facts
submitted to him, come to conclusions
satisfactory to all, he has, I think, come
to such conclusions as he believed his duty
required him to draw. There has been a
long conflict amongst those engaged in the
fisheries as to whether there is any
season which should be a close season.
Of course, I would like to see those en-
gaged in our fisheries accorded all the
liberty possible, consistent with th: due
preservation of our fisheries; there-
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fore, I endeavour, season after season,
to ascertain exactly what should be
done. Some, I find, are in favour
of preventing the prosecution of fish-
ing during certain months in any but a
water of a certain depth, in which they
say spawning lobsters are never found.
How much truth there is in that allega-
tion 1 am not, from a personal acquaint-
ance with the matter, prepared to say;but
that has been urged upon me by many
engaged in this fishery, and particularly
those fishing in deep water themselves. It
is very necessary, perhaps, and very desir-
able, that there should be a long close
season, so that the lobster fishing may not
be destroyed ina few years. Neverthe-
less, it is also of very great importance,
that the very large number of people en-
gaged in that industry should not be pre-
vented unnecessarily from pursuing their
occupation as long as possible. I hope
the hon. the Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries, will continue to devote his attention
to this subject—gathering all the infor-
mation possible—and that he will deal as
Jeniently and considerably as possible,
with those engaged in this branch of the
fisheries, which of late years has become
of such very great importance.
Motion agreed to.

COAL OIL TESTS.

MOTION FOR REPORTS.

Mr. CASEY moved for an Order of
the House for copies of all reports made by
Government Analysts as to the exwmina-
tion made by them of any samnles of
Canadian coal oil submitted to them ;
also, of all report by officers of the Cus-
toms, as to the fire-test to which coal oils
have heen subjected when entered at the
Canadian Customs, and how high a test
such oils have been found to bear. He
said : It is notorious that explosive Cana-
dian coal oil is used which will flush to
90° or less, though the law requires it
to bear a fire-test of 105. I wish to find
out how such inferior oil can have evaded
the Government officers and be allowed to
be sold,

Mr. BABY : I would suggest that the
words ¢ Officers of Excise” should be sub-
stituted in the motion for “ Government
Analysts.”
=Mz CASEY: I understood that
samples of coal oil had been submitted to
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Government Analysts, and been found
defective; and I was under the impression
that these Analysts were required to re-
port to the Government the result of their
examination.

M=z, BABY : No, they are not.

Mr. CASEY : Very well, then, 1 will
substitute “ Revenue Officers” for * Gov-
ernment Analysts.” As to the second
part of the motion relating to American
coal oils, the hon. member for Stanstead
(Mr. Colby) has a Bill on the
Notice Paper with regard to the admis-
sion of American coal oil, and
it is for use in the debate on that Bill
that this information is required. I
would like to know, therefore, if the infor-
mation can be quickly obtained.

Mr. BABY: The Department will
furnish the House with the information
with the greatest possible speed, but we
have to send for it to Halifax and other
distant ports.

Mz. CASEY: But you will send it
down as fast as returns come in without
waiting for all?

Mr. BABY : Yes.

Motion agreed to.

PORT STANLEY HARBOUR TOLLS.

MOTION

Mzr. CASEY moved for an Order of
the House for copies of all Returns made
by the Great Western Railway Company
of tolls and other receipts from Port
Stanley Harbour, showing on what class
of imports the tolls have been collected,
and the expenditure made by the said
Railway Company in connection with the
said harbour. He said: This Railway
Company is, so to speak, the trustee of the
harbour receiving the tolls under a lease,
and bound to expend them on the main-
tenance of the harbour. The returns
asked are those which the Company is
bound to make annually to the Govern-
ment. It isthe feeling of my constitu-
ents that a reduction should be made in
the tolls, especially in those charged on
coal. Coal is imported by way of Sarnia,
with London, for instance—about 24
miles frem Port Stanley—for the
reason that tolls are mnot charged at
that port (Sarnia), and it is considered
that a discrimination of that sort is un-
fair, and that some modification should be
made in the tolls charged at Port Stanley

FOR RETURNS.
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—the deficiency in revenue being made
up by this Government.

Mr. LANGEVIN : I am not awareof
any complaint having been made. There
is, however, no objection to this motion.

Motion agreed to. '

FINANCIAL RETURNS.

MOTION POR STANDING ORDER.
Mr. MACKENZIE, moved :

““That it be a Standing Order of this House
that immediately on the commencement of any
Session there be laid upon the Table of the
House (unless previously printed in the Cunada
Gazette, Returns in detail showing :

““ 1st. The receipts and expenditure of the
Dominion of Canada from the commencement
of the fiscal year to the first day of January in
each year, or in case the said House should
meet before the first day of January in any
year, then to such other convenient date, not
being more than six weeks previous to the
opening of the said House, as may be found
convenient.

“2nd. A return, in detail, showing the
scveral rates of duty paid thereon, and in the
case of free goods, the several classes of goods,
of all articles exported and imported into the
Dominion of Canada {during the same period,
with the same proviso.

¢ 3rd. The same, by Provinces, showing also
the countries whence and to which the said ex-

ports and imports were received or exported.”

Mgr. BOWELL: The hon. leader the of
the Opposition cannot surely have re-
flected upon the effect of this motion. To
the first portion of the motion there
can be no objection, except as to
making it a Standing Order. The
returns of receipts and expenditure can
easily be brought down, but to bring down
a detailed statement of the imports and
exports of the Dominion, as well as for
the Provinces, would be utterly impossible
in the time required by the motion.

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : If I re-
member aright, the hon. the leader of the
Opposition, when he was at the head of
the late Administration, brought down a
proposition to make a retrogade movement
in the returns. He proposed that the
Public Accounts should be made, and the
fiscal yecar commenced, on the lst of
March,; or the 1st of April, I think,
instead of the 1st of July or the end of
June, and it is a little extraordinary that
he should now seek torequire the returns
so far ahead in a particular branch of the
Government. I think I am not mistaken
in reference to the proposition which the

hon. gentlemen made as to the Public!

Accounts; and I believe that the measure
Mgr. Casgv.

[COMMONS.]

Railway.

he propased on that occasion passed this
House, and would now have been a fixed
regulation if the Senate had not rejected
it.

Mr. MACKENZIE: Well, I think I
will sce if the motion can be altered; 1
will see what shape it can be put in
by Monday.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : Yes,
I think that would be aswell. Itisa
very serious thing to change the Standing
Orders.

Mg. MACKENZIE : T admit that.

Stk SAMUEL L. TILLEY: It is

scarcely necessary {o make it one of ‘the
Standing Orders, because in two or three
days I hope to lay upon the Table of the
House, the returns for the last six months,
from the 1st July to the 1st January, that
were asked for afewdays ago. There can be
no difficulty in that respect; but the difli-
culty isin respect to the trade returns ; it
is, I repeat, scarcely necessary to make it
one of the Standing Orders, because no
delay can take place beyond two or three
days. :
Mr. MILLS : That would be a reason
for making it a Standing Order, because
the motion is. made every Session.
Information of this nature is always
required from whatever Government
may be in power, and it would save
the necessity of making this motion if it
were made a Standing Order,

Sz JOHN A. MACDONALD : Of
course if this resolution is regularly made
and granted, it may as well be a Standing
Order. But I understand this motion
calls for particulars that will make a Jarge
volume of 950 pages.

Mzr. MACKENZIE : The only difi-
culty in making it a Standing Order is
that, perhaps, it will almost necessarily
affect, not only the Rules and Gov-
ernment of this House, but the general
business of the ceuntry. There may be
something in that. I would much
rather the matter should stand over as a
notice.

Mgr. ANGLIN moved the adjournment
of the debate.

Motion agreed to and Debate adjourned.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY—DISMIS-
SALS AND APPOINTMENTS.
MOTION FOR RETURN.

Mr. ANGLIN moved for an Order of
the House for a return giving the names
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of the men who were employed in any
capacity on the Intercolonial Railroad, or
in connection therewith, on the 1st day of
October, 1878, and who were subsequently
dismissed; also, the namesof any of the men
so dismissed, who were subsequently em-
ployed, and the date of employment; also,
the occupations in which the men were
engaged st the time of their discharge;
also, the names of all not previously em-
ploved, who were employed in any capa-
city on the Intercolonial Railroad, or in
connection therewith, after the 1st of
October, 1878, and before February lst,
1880; the date of the appointment of
each, and the salary or rate of wages paid
to each of the persons so employed. He
said: I desire to be perfectly frank with
the hon. the Minister who now has control
of the railways of the country. I think it
right to say that I make this motion be-
cause rumours are widespread in the
Lower Provinces, with regard to the
manner in which these dismissals, ap-
pointments, and re-appointments have
been made during the past season. To-
wards the close of last Session, the
hon. the Minister of Railways was
kind enough to lay before the House
a statement showing the number of
persons, in a general way, employed
before that time on the railroad, who were
then dismissed. I think it also showed
the reductions made in the salaries and
the rates of wages. It was rumoured in
in the Lower Provinces—perhaps the
rumour was entirely void of foundation—
that, after those men hadl been dismissed,
several of them were re-employed, and
that, in the selection of the staff’ so em-
ployed, care was taken that none suspected
of Liberal tendencies should be amongst
them. It wasfurther rumoured that other
persons who had never been employed on
the road in any capacity, were employed

afterwards, one or two of them in high :

positions on theroad. It was rumoured,
that a gentleman, whose name was used
here last Session as authority for the
statement that a large reduction was
made in the staff of the Railroad without
any diminution in its efficency, was sub-
sequently employed in an important
position on that road. Mr. Black, also,
was employed as a travelling agenton the
roa.d3 and, as far as ] am aware, he still
continues in that employment. It is for
the purpose of ascertaining what found-
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ation there is for these rumours, and to
afford the hon. the Minister anopportunity
of dispelling them if they are without
foundation, that I move this resolution.
Stz CHARLES TUPPER : I would
suggest to the hon. gentleman from
Gloucester (Mr. Anglin) that he change
the terms of his motion and add the
words “dispensed with or dismissed.” T
draw a great distinction between those
terms. If he asks me to make a return
of the number of persons dismissed, I am
happy to say the return will be a very
small one; but if he asks me to make a
return of the number of persons whose
services have been dispensed with, it will
be a very large one. I can state to the
hon. gentleman that I am prepared to lay
upon the Table of the House a return of
all the persons in the employ of the In-
tercolonial Railway in September, 1878,
and a corresponding return, cvering the
same portion of the road that was in the
possession of the Government, in 1378,
that is to Riviere du Loup, showing 400
less persons on the staff as officers or
employés. The hon. gentleman will,
therefore, see that the number of persons
whom he would cover by the word ¢ dis-
missed” would be a large one. I am happy
to say the number of persons who have
been dismissed is not large, and I do not
think the hon. gentleman would consider
; it right that we should put in the same
: eategory persons who have been dismissed
from the service for misconduct or neglect
of duty, and men against whom there
was 1o charge whatever, but whose ser-
vices were dispensed with, because the
road could be operated with equal
efficiency and, at the same time, effect
the saving of a large amount of money.
1 would, therefore, suggest that the hon.
gentleman use the term “dispensed with
or dismissed,” because I would mark
those who have been discharged for
’ tailure in duty or misconduct, and draw
a distinction between them and persons.
whose services have been dispensed with
to save cost. There will bea very con-
siderable number of persons covered by
the return the hon. gentleman has asked
for; the number of those whose services
were dispensed with and who were sub-
sequently employed, because as far as I
was able, I was extremely anxious, in dis-
pensing with the services of parties for

the purpose of reducing the staff, to have
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itin my power to employ them. I am
glad the motion is made, because it will
enable me toplace before the House, in
the most specific form, a statement that
will enable the House to examine closely
into the mode in which this large
economy has been effected. I am glad
for another reason : because it will satisfy
the hon. gentleman himself that the
rumours which he says he has heard, and
which have attributed to me partiality
towards political friends and supporters,
are unfounded. The rumour which has
reached my eais, and which comes to me
day after day, is that I dispensed with
the services |of political supporters of

the Government, or those who
regarded themselves as having
claims upom the Government, and
retained in the service men who

had been opposed to the Government,
and who had no claimsupon it. That is
a rumour which reaches me from friends,
and in correspondence that T open every
day. It has not been because I was
desirous of favouring political opponents,
bubt because I called upon a gentleman
upon whose information and knowledge
of the subject I relied, to make me a return
of how many officers were required for
the purpose of operating efficiently, and
maintaining, the Intercolonial Railway,
without reference to who those officers
were, and without means of knowing
their politics; and the staff was reduced
accordingly. 'When vacancies have occur-
red, and I have had an opportunity of
placing persons in the service, I do not
hesitate to say that I preferred those who
had claims upon the Government to those
who were opposed to it. In so doing, I
think I am only acting fairly and
properly, as any gentleman on the other
side of the House, in my position, would
act, in preferring those who are political
friends, when there is an opportunity of
filling a vacancy. But I think I may say
with safety that, in the administration of
the Intercolonial Railway, I have fairly
subjected myself to the charge of retain-
ing persons in office, regardiess of the fact
that they were strong political opponents,
where I found them able to do their duties
efficiently.

Mr. MACKENZIE: The hon gentle-
man has endeavoured to create the im.
pression, from his remarks, that the staff
now working the Railway,is 400 less than
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when he obtained possession. He knows
that it is not a correct impression ; he
knows that most of the people wereen-
gaged in building or in repairing rolling
stock at the Government workshop ; and
the return of the dismissals, when it
comes, will, I presume, show what par-
ticular employment the persons were
engaged in, and then we will be able to
compare the different classes and the
different kinds of work, as they existed
then, and as they exist now.

Stk CHARLES TUPPER : The hon.
gentleman is accurate to this extent, and
I bave so stated on a former occasion:
Three locometives were built at the
Moncton shops per annum, and the labour
required for that purpose amouted to some-
thing like $17,000, and the $220,000
saved in the expenditure upon the em-
ployésof the Intercolonial Railway may
be subjected to a deduction of something
like $17,000 or $20,000 at the outside.
The only work to maintain the rolling
stock of the Intercolonial Railway, that
is asked for by tendering or contract is
the construetion of locomatives, the rest
being done in the shops. I found I could
effect a large saving by asking for the
construction of locomotives by tender and
contract, instead of building them in the
shops, because 1t costs a much larger
amount to construct them of the same
character ourselves than to obtain them
from companies who make it their sole
business to build locomotives. But there
is stiil, outside and independent of all
labour that is required for the construction
of that work, which is now given out by
tender and  contract, a reduetion
of over 400 in the working staff of the
Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. MACKENZIE : The hon. gen-
tleman should know that the cost of the
various works of mounting the three
engines and the postal car, and the other
works upon which the men were em-
ployed, such as that ~connected with the
water supply, reached, not only $17,000,
but over $57,000, in 1877-8.

Mz. ANGLIN : I did not intemnd, in
using the word “dismissed,” to attach
any stigma to the men who were dis-

charged, or to say more than that their

services were dispensed with. If the hon.
the Minister of Railways thinks that this
would imply that the men were dis-
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charged for misconduct, I have not the
slightest objection to change the resolu-
tion in the way he suggests, and we will
see then who were those whose services
were dispensed with and who were dis-
missed for cause.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

INTERCOLONTAL RAILWAY — EM-
PLOYES AT MONCTON.

MOTION FOR RETURN.

MR. ANGLIN moved for an Order of
the House for a roturn showing the num-
ber of men employed on the first day of
October, 1878, on the first of December,
1878, and on the first day of February,
1880, in the workshops ¢f the Inter-
colonial Railway at Moncton, N.B., at
Campbellton, N.B., at Richmond, N.S.,
and in the workshops of the Province of
Quebec.  He said: This may seem to be
in part a repetition of the previous return,
but it aims at obtaining information
somewhat different in its character. Itis
notorious that a great many men em-
ployed in the workshopsat Moncton were
discharged ; the other return will show
whether any of these men were re-
employed. Itis asserted that while the
number of men employed at Moncton
was s6 reduced, the number of men em-
ployed at Richmond station, near
Halifax, was considerably increased.
There may be a justification for this
course on the part of the Minister, but
at all events, Ithink the public are en-
titled to know whether the statements of
that kind are correct or not. There was
a workshop of a small class at Campbellton,
New Brunswick, and there, I believe, the
services of all the men were dispensed
with. I desire to know how fur the hon.
gentleman at the head of the Railway
Department, whosesympathiesare strongly
Nova Scotian, has allowed those sym-
pathies to influence him in the manage-
ment of the road. Itis suid that a large
number of men were employed during the
last year coming from the hon. gentle-
man’s own Povince. It is said that
a very large proportion indeed of the
best positions on the road are filled by
Nova Scotians. There is considerable
feeling in New Brunswick on this point.
The people in New Brunswick, even
those who are not opposed to the Govern-
ment, are naturally much excited by the
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belief that Nove Scotians are supplanting
New Brunswickers, even in New Bruns-
wick, and they condemn this part of the
hon.gentleman'smanagementvery heartily.
There is a great deal of feeling on this
point, and perhaps the hon. the Minister
may take this opportunity of contradicting
those rumours, if they are without
foundation.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER: I am in-
debted to the hon. gentleman for making
this motien because it will emable me
again to econvince Lim, as well as any
other person who has been misled by the
unfounded rumenrs to which he has given
expression, that they are entirely at fault.
It is quite true that a large number of the
prominent officials in connection with the
management of the Intercolonial Railway
are from Nova Scotia, but the hon. gentle-
man will hardly, I think, expect from me
that I should dismiss persons who I
found had been for years serving the
country in that capacity under my lon.
predecessor ; and that was the state of the
case. He willfind, after a close examina-
tion, that no favouritism has been ex-
hibited by me towards persons from my
own Provinee, but that quite as many
persons have been sent by me from New
Brunswick into Nova Scotia, as have been
brought out of Nova Scotia into New
Brunswick. I shall be glad to give the
hon. gentleman the means of investi-
gating that point himself, and Le will he
convinced that no favouritism has been
exorcised. In fact, the circumstance that
I have alluded to, the reduction in the
number of officers and employés on the
road, kas prevented there being any con-
siderable patronage in conneetion with
the work at all. But, where vacancies
occurred, they have been filled, so far as
possible, by persons previously in the ser-
vice, and I think I may state that there
is not at this moment in that service a
single officer of any importance that was
not previously in the employment of the
Government when I assumed charge of
that road.

Mzr. McKAY: With respect to the
complaint of the hon. member for Glou-
cester (Mr. Anglin), I may say that there
is a general feeling in Nova Scotia that
New Brunswickers are taking all the
plases. 1 shall be glad when this return
comes down to have a look at it and see
who iscorrect. In Nova Scotia, there is
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a general feeling that, when a vacancy

occurs, a New Brunswicker fillsit up.
Motion agreed to.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY—ROLLING
STOCK AWAITING REPAIRB.

MOTION FOR RETURN.

Mr. ANGLIN moved for an Order of
the House fora return showing what
locomotives, first-class passenger cars, box
and platform freight cars, snow ploughs,
and other rolling stock were awaiting re-
pairsin the workshops of the Intercolonial
Railroad, or at any station, or any place
along the line of the Railroad on the first
duy of February, 1880. He said: I make
this motion because I have heard it stated,
on what I believe to be very good
authority, that s very large number of
accidents have occurred on the Inter-
colonial Iailway, within the last few
months. and that the rolling stock of
that road has been reduced to a very de-
plorable condition. It has beenstated in
this House, that the efficiency of the
road is thoroughly maintained, and that
the plant and rolling stock were never in
better condition than at present.
Any number of repetitions of a statement
of that kind will not convince the public
of its truth, unless it is supported by evi-
dence of a strong and satisfactory char-
acter. I think 1t would be necessary only
to appeal to the experience of the hon.
members of this House, coming from the
Maritime Provinces to throw the strong-
est doubt upon the accuracy of that state-
ment. Accidents have been very nume-
rous. To my own knowledge, the arrival
of the northern mail from the Upper
Provinces to St. John, during some wecks
past, has been very irregular—some days
two or three hours late, and some days
seven or eight hours late. The report
always was that the mail train was de-
layed, either because of some freight train
having broken down, or because the mail
train itself had suffered a calamity of
some kind. I heard a few days before I
came up here, from a respectable gentle-
man from my own county, a touching
account of the hardships he had had to
endure. He drove in the first place,
sixty miles, to take the train at Bathurst,
and arrived there an hour before the train
wags due. He went to the railway station
and remained there from ten o'clock at
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night until about seven o’clock the next
morning, before the train arrived. News
came from time to time, that the train
was on the road, detained by some acei-
dent, but that it would arrive shortly.
He and others were detained all night
at the statien, waiting for the train.
‘When the train arrived in the morning,
he was compelled to take passage from
Bathurst to Moncton in a smoking car,
because the first-class car had given out
on the way. This was one of many
accounts of accidents on that road.
Sometimes it was the track that was torn
up, sometimes a wheel of one of the
cars that gave way, sometimes the locomo-
tive itself had broken dewn, and so delay
was occasioned until some other locomo-
tive came to the rescue. On more than
one occasion, I think, passengers have
been compelled to travel long distances in
second-class cars. I have seen it stated
in the newspapers that, on one occasion, a
car gave out and the passengers were
divided, the women and children being put
into the Pullinan car, and the men into
the smoking car. I have heard a gentle-
man sitting on the other side of the
House state that,in the first place, he was
delayed because the regular passenger train
did not arrive in time ; the mail train,
however, made its way to the station
where he was waiting ; after much difli-
culty he forced his way into that train
despite the conductor ; at Camphellton
this train was stopped because one of the
car wheels gave way ; at Chaudiere,
Quebec, the same train was again stopped
because another wheel had broken down ;
and so they made their way along this
road. I have heard an hon. member
from Prince Edward Island state that he
was four days on the road from Moncton
or Pictou. Oneday he was detained at
Campbellten, that being on Sunday, but
three days were occupied in doing the
work of two days. There are many other
members in this House who eould recount
experiences of a similar kind.  These ac-
cidents have occurred so frequently, that
the impression is general that the road
and rolling stock have been allowed to fall
into a very bad eondition indeed. I heard,
as I was coming up, of a rather character-
istic accident, in which the whole bottom
of a car had all but fallen out ofit. I
have not made any effort to gather up a
large number of cases, as I might have
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done, but I do assure the hon. the Minis-
ter of Railways that he is entirely mis-
taken if he supposes that any assertions
or assurancss of his, no matter how sineere
he may be, no matter how earnestly they
are made—he is always earnest in mak-
ing these statements,—will satisfy the
public that the road is efficiently managed,
and that the economy he is pursuing there
is a true economy. Many of us in the
Lower Provinces werc inclined rather to
laugh at one specimen of this economy.
The rumour spread that, in order to save
the expense of polishing the brasswork
on a number of locomotives, all the brass
was covered with paint, and this we now
know to be true. However, I am not
disposed to quarrel with any saving
which will not impair the efficiency of the
road, or deteriorate the character of the
rolling stock. In a country such as this,
where we cannot afford to waste any
money, I would be rather disposed to
commend the extraordinary ecconomy of
painting the brasswork of the locomo-
tives, for the sake of saving the expense
of polishing them. The rumours of which
I have spoken reached me in such a way
that I can scarcely doubt their trathful-
ness, but T wish the Minister to under-
stand that I have obtained none of my in-
formation from parties connected with the
road; I mever put a question to anyoune
connected with the read, nor have I ever
spoken in regard to the condition of the
road, to any of the employés who were
appointed on my recommendation, or who
were appointed by the Liberal Govern-
ment, and indeed I have always been care-
ful to abstain from affording the slightest
pretext for treating any gentleman so
situated as an enemy of the Government.
Perhaps, if I did seek information by that
means, I could submit to this House a
much stronger case than I have now sub-
mitted. But the matters I have stated
are matters of notoriety, and are discussed
freely amongst the people of the Lower
Provinces. They are matters which have
been discussed very freely amongst the
members on both sides of this House since
we began this Session. The rumour I
refer to is that, some two or three weeks
ago, there were no less than thirteen loco-
motives waiting for repairs at Moncton, in
a condition which rendered them entirely
unfit to be used on the road. If this is
true, it can scarcely be contended that
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the rolling-stock of the Intercolonial has,
during the past year, been maintained in
the excellent condition in which it was
found when hon. gentleman opposite took
office. At that time we could all point to
the Intercolonial with pride as being in-
ferior to no railway, and superior to nearly
all, on the continent. I hope and trust
sincerely that the Dlinister of Railways
will be able, not mevely to assert that the

Toad is in as good a condition now as

formerly, but prove conclusively such is
the fact.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER: I am
quite aware that the hon. gentleman who
has just given such a graphic and deplor-
able account of the Intercolonial Rail-
way is only re-echoing in the House those
statements which a party press has been
generally diffusing throughout the coun-
try. But I am consoled by the reflection
that it is nothing new to see a great
organ of public opinion sacrificing, as far
as it can, the’ interests of the country, to
misrepresent the conduct of its political
opponents. The people for ten or twelve
years could not take up this paper, the
leading organ of hon. gentlemen opposite,
without noticing a column of ‘ smash-
ups and crash-ups” on the Grand Trunk
Railway. Generally, it has been inserted
from Monday morning to Saturday
night, with denunciations of the gentle-
man in charge of that road, who, if the
organ of the party of hon. gentlemen
opposite is to be believed, was the most
unfit man in the world to be entrusted
with the lives and property of the people.
Yet, we are all familiar with the fact
that, when a personal or party object was
no longer to be gained by continuing that
style of abuse and denunciation, the
same organ was prepared to sustain that
same gentleman as the best to be found,
in the interest of the country, to take
charge of this great public work, the In-
tercolonial Railway. I am consoled by
the reflection that the past conduct of that
party organ has rendered the public mind
familiar with its tacticsand the unreliable
character of the statements prepared,
echoed and re.echoed by it for party

purposes.  When did the hue and
ery as to the deterioration of
the Intercolonial Railway commence ?
At the very moment when those

hon, gentlemen were brought face to
face with the fact that, under their
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management of this road, the public
had suffered an enormous loss of money,
through the greatest possible extrava-
gance in the conduct of its operations.
When that fact came out, that organ and
its satellites, great and small threw them-
selves into battle array to de-
nounce the management of the Inter-
colonial. They ought to remember
that every man that endeavours to
excite alarm in reference to travelling
on that Road, or strike a blow at the
traffic and business it requires, in order to
prevent the public exchequer from suffer-
ing by paying half a million a year, in the
future as in the past, for the carrying on
of its operations, is acting unpatriotically,
and sacrifieing the interests of the public
for party and unworthy purposes. It
would be idle for me to make statements
here as to the condition of that Road,
from personal knowledge, as I am not
competent to express a trustworthy opinion
on the subject. I must be guided and
governed by the testimony of professional
men. I have, in the first instance, the
testimony of a gentleman referred to by
the hon. member for Gloucester (M.
Anglin), the late Mr. Tandy, respecting
whom that hon. gentleman threw out the
insinuation that the prrson who recom-
mended these reductions was found, sub-
sequently, holding a position of emolu-
ment under the Government. I knew
nothing of that gentleman. I enquired
for the ablest and most efficient man to
assist me by examination of the Inter-
colonial, and as to the number of persons
employed in connection with it—as to how
far economy could be practised, while
mfuntammgr the efliciency of the road nml
rolling-stock
Tanm' a gentleman of Whom I had never
heard and whom Mr. Schreiber had never
seen, of whom he knew nothing but that
he had heen recommended as the best and
ablest man for that purpose, I'should find a
suitable officer. I was La.vnely infiuenced
in the reductions made in the staff by Mr.
Tandy's statements as to how great an
economy could be effected while yet main-
taining the Road and its rolling-stock in
the highest efficiency. I believed I had
sufficient knowledge of his reputation and
character to warrant me in plaeing confi-
dence in his statements. I subsequently
asked him if he would, as Inspector of
the rolling-stock, undertake to carry out
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those economies and yet maintain the
efficiency of the Railway. I was fortunate
thus to retain his services. I regret
he has since passed away, and I believe
that, in his death, the ecountry has sus-
tained a very serious loss, because I
scarcely know where to find a man equally
efficient for the purpose. Those economies
were not made as a matter of experiment,
but were eautiously and carefully pro-
ceeded with in the light of knowledge,
experience, and practical informstion of
the highest character I could obtain. The
chief management of the Intercolonial is
in the hands of Mr. Schreiber, whom I
found holding a high position under my
predecessor, and who was placed in the
Intercolonial Department, in connection
with the operations of this Railway be-
fore we went out of power, after our sat-
isfying ourselves that he was eminently
qualified, professionally and in every way,
for the discharge of such duties. The
leader of the Opposition, last Session,
bore testimony to the high character he
considered Mr. Schreiber was entitled to,
and to the confidence he had placed in
him. His report has been laid on
the table and, after carefully investigat-
ing this matter, Mr. Schreiber commits
himself to the declaration that the effi-
ciency of the road and the rolling-stock
was never superior to the present. . I ask
what has the hon, member for Gloucester
to place against that statement. Is he
prepared to . dispute it from the few idle
stories he hears from one person .or
another ? Everyone Lknows from the
public papers that there has been, during
the last twe or three weeks, an unusual
number of mishaps of no great import-
ance on the Intercolonial. Why ? Does
he not know that the storm that occurred,
while His XExcellency was coming up
from Halifax, blocked up, stopped and
paralysed a great number of railroads ;
that the great and sudden changes of
weather have tried the rolling-stock of the
Intércolonial in a very un usual manuner?
But, notwithstanding this fact, and that
the purchase of the Riviere du Loup
Branch, 124 miles of additionsl road,
without time to obtain rolling—stock
to operate it, has severely taxed
the rolling-stock of the Intercolonial, we
obtained from the Grand Trunk Railway
all the locomotives we could, but we
could not obtain what were necessary to
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operate the road. We are now having
locomotives manufactured for the road.
Thus, the managers of the road have been
placed in very great difficulties. Rolling-
stock could not be ordered until the title
of the Riviére du Loup Road was obtained
by the Government, which was only in
August last. It was not possible, after-
wards, to procure the necessary rolling-
stock for the demands of the road. All
the principal officers of the Intercolonial
were in the service of the late Govern-
ment, and I have the utmost confidence
in them. I have already said that any
economy obtained by allowing the road
and rolling-stock to deteriorate would be
the greatest extravagance. I am pre-
pared to show that all those attempts to
alarm the public mind, to prevent peo-
ple travelling on the road, and to prevent
its success, are unworthy, and are founded
on misrepresentations, and that the man-
agement has been so successful as to have
enabled the Government, with a decreas-
ing traffic to show, instead of an enor-
mous deficit, the previous deficit reduced to
a comparatively insignificant figure. Iam
glad to be able to assure the House, not-
withstanding all detraction, that the con-
dition of the rolling-stock is all that could
be expected, and will compare, most
favourably, with that of any other road.
Hon. gentlemen opposite ought to know
that, down to last year, the rolling-stock
of the Intercolonial was charged to capi-
tal account, and cost $125,000 for the
years 1877-8. How much rolling-stock
does the hon. member for Gloucester sup-
pose that, with the exception of three
locomotives, was put on as a charge
to revenue? One postal car. We
have maintained the road and rolling stock
and reduced, something like $500,000 of a
deficiency in their time, to less than
$100,000, which I confidently expect in a
year to extinguish altogether. I expect its

revenue will suffice for its expenses, !

unless hon, gentlemen opposite, by just
such unpatriotic speeches as have been
made to-night, based on idle rumours, 0
alarm the public mind as to prevent the
road performing the duty expectedof it
by the country. I put it to the people
whether the fact that not a passenger on
the Intercolonial lost his life last year is
not a proof of the falseness of the stories
as to its improper condition. In so at-
tacking the Road, people are only echo-
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ing the most malicious and unfounded
slanders published by the party organ of
hon. gentlemen opposite—an organ which,
as I have said, after devoting twelve
years to the work of breaking down the
character of and holding up to execration,
the Manager of the Grand Trunk, proved
ready to take it all back, and sustain
the same man as the ablest public man
for a Railway Manager to be found in
this country, when it suited the purpose
of its party to take that course.

Mzr. MACKENZIE : I have no in-
tion of entering on any discussion of
the condition of the Tntercolonial Rail-
way, until I have examined the documents
brought or o be brought before the
House. Tasked the hon. gentleman not
to continue such gross attacks upon
members on this side of the House, with-
out a particle of justification for them.
I defy the hon. gentleman to point outa
word I ever said, anywhere, since I left
office, about the Intercolonial, either to
its disparagement or injury.

Siz CHARLES TUPPER: I do not
think the hon. gentleman understands
me to make any reference to him.

Mr. MACKENZIE: You said the
words—the gentlemen opposite and their
organ.

Sk CHARLES TUPPER : T referred
to the Globe as the organ of the party,
and the remarks of the hon. member for
Gloucester (Mr, Anglin) and the hon.
member for Inverness (Mr. MacDonnell).

Mr. MACKENZIE : To what they
said in the House?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER: Yes.

Mz. MACKENZIE : The hon. gentle-
man alluded to political gentlemen here
making disparaging and untrue remarks
about the Intercolonial Railway, and
now it appears that he is not able to lay
his finger on any such ohservation. He
charges us, besides, with doing great in-
justice and injury to a public work.
Are we never to say a word about any
Government work for fear of injuring it ?
Are we mnot to he able to expose
mismanagement of this Road for fear
people shall cease to travel by it?
The hon. gentleman wants to shut every
man’s mouth and prevent a free discussion
in this House in order that he may be
able to continue his mismanagement of
this work. There is no member of this

House who has travelled over this road to
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take his seat, to whom I have spoken,
who has not told the same story. Some
of them have met with three accidents in
the course of one journey, and the bpre-
vailing opinion is that the rolling stock
has run down to such an extent that it
has really become unsafe.

S1x CHARLES TUPPER: No.

Mr. MACKENZIE : Why, the hon.
gentleman has admitted that, owing to a
train of circumstances, a very large
number of accidents has taken place
within the last three months. He does
not deny that an unusual number of
accidents has taken place, but he says
that they were caused by snow storms.
‘Why, alarge number occurred when there

was no snow. The hon. gentleman
makes an attack upon the Globe.
I dare say the Globe is able to

defend itself, but I would like the hon.
gentleman to point out any passage in that
newspaper that will justify his extraord-
inary statement. That paper very pro-
perly denounced the mismanagement which
existed for many years in the direction of
the Grand Trunk Railroad, where much
public money was supk. It is the busi-
ness of every newspaper to denounce mis-
management of this character. Every-
one knows the hon. gentleman’s friends
made the Grand Trunk a political machine
in the past, as they are making the
Intercolonial a political machine in the
present time. The hon. gentleman's
puny attack upon a great newspaper
is one only to be laughed at. We will
be able to see, from the statements to be
laid before the House, in what condition
the traffic of the road is. We will be able
to see how much traffic bas been carried
over the road. The hon. gentleman speaks
of the decrease of the traffic. Has the
traffic, then, really decreased ? The traffic
was rapidly increasing at the time I left
office, and everything was in excellent
order. Now we are told, by every person
that travels over that road, that not only
the rolling-stock, but the road-bed is get-
ting into a dilapidated condition. It is
the duty of every member of this House
to see that, even for economic reasons, this
great national highway, which cost so
much to build, shall be maintuined in a
proper state of efficiency. The hon. gen-
tleman was never slow in attacking the
policy of the late Governmenti in reference
to the road. At the time of the Gene-
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ral Election he got a Mr. Black to
grossly misrepresent statements made in
my office and elsewhere, and he came
out with false statements in the
Halifax papers in order to influence
the elections against us. That man
was afterwards rewarded by being ap-
pointed to a position on the road which
he was not capable of filling.  This road
has been used as a political machine, and
the hon. gentleman will find that he will
not be able to prevent a free discussion
of the mismanagement of this road of
which he has been guilty.

Mr. DOMVILLE: The hon. member
for Lambton (Mr. Mackenzie) says that
there is not a single member who has
passed over the road who has not met
with an accident.

Mz. MACKENZIE : That I spoke to,
I said.

Mg. DOMVILLE: There is the hon.
member for St. John (Mr. Weldon).

Mr. WELDON : But we were delayed
a little by a break down.

Mgr. MACKENZIE : There is another
testimony.

Mr. DOMVILLE: Well, we did
break down on the road. The engine
which took us to Metapedia got out of
order, and we were detained there for an
hour, but we got into Montreal on time.
‘With reference to the remarks of passen-
gers, about the dilapidated condition of
the rolling-stock, I cannot understand
how & first-class passenger can obtain
much information about the rolling-stock
on his journey over a road covered with
snow, or about the road-bed. The hon.
gentleman would hold a member of the
Cabinet responsible for acts of his subor-
dinates. I have no doubt that there are
faults to be found with the road, as with
all roads, but I think to throw discredit
on that road, is mnot fair to the Lower
Provinces. I think the hon. gentleman
should have made a specific charge. He
should have stated the real grievance, and
have explained how the rolling-stock was
diminished. I have not observed the
depreciated condition of the road, and I
should be loath to accept it as a fact, until
I knew it to be so, until I was assured of
it from & more reliable source than mere
rumour, as it is most unjust to the opera-
tives of the line to complain in general
terms, without being able to substantiate
such precarious charges.



Intercolonial

Mzr. MacDONNELL (Inverness): 1
am sorry that the hon. the Minis-
ter of Railways should have charged
me with trying to create an alarm
as to the efficiency of the road in question.
I simply, in as few words as I con-
sidered necessary, asked for information,
afewdays ago, 1n regard to the number of
accidents which have oceurred on the road
since the first day of January last. I did so,
as I stated at the time, for the purpose of
dissipating any alarm that existed in the
mind of the public as to the state of the
road—if such alarm was not well founded.
The hon. gentleman said, in reply, that he
washappy to be in a positionto bringbefore
this House a statement of efficiency.
Now, however, the hon. gentleman admits
that the road is notin an efficient con-
dition. He says that the purchase of that
section of the road from Riviére du Loup
to Point Lévis, was a great strain on the
road, and he apologises on that account
for the ineficient state of the road-bed.

Mzr. SNOWBALL : I have had oppor-
tunity of ascertaining some particulars in
regard to the management of the Inter-
colonial. T can assure the hon. the Minister
that there are portions of the country in
which complaints are numerous in refer-
ence to the management of the road. The
section of the country in which I live is
deeply interested in the Intercolonial, and
it would be a great loss to us if anything
should occur that would interfere with
the usefulness of that road. But I must
say, in support of what has been said in
this House, that the complaints made
against the management of the road are
very strong. Person from all sections of
the country who have occasion to pass
over it complain strongly in reference to
the condition of the road. In travelling
over it, a few months since, to Halifax,
the train at the way station at which I
embarked was four hours behind time. I
know of no reason why the train should
have been behind time on that occasion.
‘We arrived in Halifax three hours be-
hind time. It was quite a serious matter
for the steamer that should have got away
at2 o'clock, but did not in consequence
of the train being late, get away until
dark. The complaints were general
amongst the passengers, on account of
this delay, and1 understand that this
detention of the steamers in this way is
not an uncommon thing. The passengers
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who came down on that train complained
of the road being rough. On my return
from England we experienced undue
delay in getting away from Halifax, I
do not blame the Minister for this be-
cause he could not controlit. Wear-
rived at 8 o'clock in the morning and
were informed that we would get away
immediately, but, instead of that, we had
to wait in Halifax four hours—until 12
o'clock—and only two hours before the
departure of the reguler express. After
getting under way, we commenced to lose
time, and did not arrive at Moncton until
the time the regular train was due there,
It was a clear, cold day, and this further
delay should not have occurred. We
left Moncton and partly ascended the
grade, when, to our sarprise, we came
down again. This they kept up for a
considerable time. 1 had been away
from home for some months, and, being
so near home, I was naturally uneasy at
this detention. I got off the train to
ascertain the trouble, and found we had
to go back to Moncton for assistance. At
Moncton an engine was obtained, which
shoved usup the grade. Further on, the
train continued stopping. Upon making
enquiries in regard to this stoppage, 1
was told the axles of the engine, which
had just come out of the machine shop,
had not heen previously tried, were red
hot, and that they were in danger of being
twisted off. After a great many delays,
we got as far as Barnaby River. The
next mishap we met with was the break-
ing of the flanges of the wheels of one of
the postal cars, which, in consequence,
got off the track, cutting up the track for
some distance, and doing other damage.
It was said that this accident would not
occasion more than a couple of hours de-
lay, but, being only two miles from the
junct